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DOLORES RIVER, COLORADO -- THE RIVER OF SORROWS 


I, INTRODUCTION 


Within the Four Corners region lies one of Colorado's least 
Gown and most unique rivers. Originating in the 14,000-foot peaks 
of the San Juan Range, and culminating 250 miles downstream at the 
mighty Colorado near Moab,. Utah, the Dolores River is striking for 
the relative absence of habitation along its banks and the extremity 
of wilderness through which it flows. ‘ 
From appearances, it would seem that, logically, the river should 

enter the Montezuma Valley of the San Juan River drainage at Dolores, 
Colorado, Instead, it turns abruptly north from this path of least 

=) ' yesistance and has carved a tortuous serpentine route through the 

raised Glade Pinte 

In this traverse, the river cuts not only across the grain of 
the country, but also across the geologic and human history of 
Western Colorado as well. 
Antiquity hides the origin of the name "Rio de Nuestra Senora 

de las Dolores" (The River of Sorrows.) Escalante and Dominques 

knew the river by this name when they reached it on August 11, 1776. 

Apparently, it was so called by the New Mexico traders who preceded 

the Padres and who fully recognized the fitness of the designation, 

\ Its canyon first sheltered the homes of ancient cliff dwellers, 


the Anasazi. Later, the river was used as a main travel route for 
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the Utes and Navajos, The earliest recorded visit to the Dolores 
was that of Don Juan Rivera in 1765, 

In the 1870s and 18808, the upper portions of the river served 
as a major travel route to the silver and gold mines of Rico, Dunton, 
Ophir, and Telluride, In 1889, the river canyon between Dolores and 
Lizard Head Pass became the route of the Rio Grande Southern Railroad, 
This railroad served the area until 1952--the last twenty years seeing 
the birth and death of the world famous "Galloping Goose" line. The 
mining activity has nearly See dedand the railroad has been removed, 
but the river valley is still the main means of access. 

The influence of man can be noted along much of the upper stretch 
of river, as considerable acreage is privately owned, These scattered 
ranches and meadow lands complement the extraordinary natural scenic 
values, 

The lower section of the river remains today very much as it was 
when Escalante visited it. The banks of the stream are grown with 
dense thickets of bush and trees through which even cattle, especially 
the Spanish longhorns, found going difficult. Moreover, for long 
distances, it runs through narrow gorges between high unscalable 
cliffs, some as deep as 1,000 feet. In many areas, the only way out 
is to go forward or turn back, It is these features that make the 
Dolores River a matter of affection and pride to people who live 


near its banks, 
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The Dolores River represents a significant segment of our natural 
heritage. The lower river section represents a rare natural resource, 
a desert river with stream banks remaining essentially as they were 
when first visited by man, while the upper stretch exemplifies a 
mountain stream in a scenic setting. 

It is essential that proper consideration be given to the preser- 
vation of this rarity. The following discussion more fully describes 


the river and its special qualities and values. 


II REGIONAL SETTING 

The regional setting of the Dolores River has picture book appeal, 
To the south lie extensive wheat and bean fields where topography is 
reminiscent of our nation's midwest corn belt area, North from this 
area, conditions change rapidly from the floor of the southwest 
desert, comprising the Navajo Indian Nation, through the deep canyons 
and high plateaus of the pinon-juniper foothills to timbered slopes 
and lush alpine meadows, Finally, we reach the very spectacular 
precipitous peaks of the Rocky Mountains draped in permanent snow- 
fields. 

The region‘s “ery margin is marked by the impressive Sierra 
de La Sal Range standing isolated astride the Utah-Colorado border. 
Guarding the northern flank is the Uncompahgre Plateau, while the La 


Plata Mountains form the eastern edge. 
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Diverse topographical features of the region create a wide range 
of climatic conditions, Precipitation during a normal year averages 
from 24 inches in the mountains to 9 inches in the lower valleys. 
Annual precipitation occurs in about equal amounts from summer thunder- 
storms and from winter snowfall. The growing season ranges from a 
short 45 days at Telluride near the river basin Headwatacst to 153° 
days at Montrose in the nearby Uncompahgre Valley. Temperatures 
average through the 40s on an annual basis with average lows of 208 
in January and average highs of 65-70 in July. 

The regional economy has a firm base in agriculture, stock 
raising, and mineral development, as well as tourism. 

During the summer months, the tourist population increases 
Suamatically in the entire southwest portion of Colorado. People are 
drawn here by the classic Anasazi cliff dwellings of Mesa Verde 
National Park. The Ute and Navajo Indian Nations and the narrow 
gauge railroad between Durango and Silverton are outstanding 
attractions, as well as the breathtaking scenery of the San Juan 
Mountains, Numerous private recreational enterprises are also 
available to the public, such as dude ranches, packers and outfitters 
offering pack trips, jeep tours, and other outdoor activities. Public 
camping and picnic sites are available on federally managed lands, 

The River of Sorrows flows through four southwestern Colorado 


counties--Dolores, Montezuma, San Miguel, and Montrose, This region 
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is sparsely populated, having 34,908 residents within a region of 7,412 
square miles--an area equivalent in size to the state of New Jersey. 
This population is expected to reach 40,623 by 1980. Recent develop- 
ments indicate these figures to be quite conservative. 

Farmington, New Mexico, and Grand Junction, Colorado, each with 
populations of 20-30 thousand, are the largest population centers 
within a hundred-mile radius of the region. 

Highway transportation to southwestern Colorado is provided by 
U. S. Highway 160 from the east and west and by 666 and 550 from the 
north and south, State Highways 141 and 145 also traverse the region, 

Regular airline service is provided to Montrose, Cortez, and 
Durango, Colorado, and Moab, Utah, by Frontier Airlines, with small 


plane access to Nucla, Colorado, and Monticello, Utah. 


III COMPOSITE DESCRIPTION OF THE RIVER 
River Segments 
The 110-mile segment treated in this report is classified into 
two sections. The upper portion is 60 miles in length and extends 


from the Bureau of Reclamation's proposed McPhee Dam to the community 


‘of Slickrock in Disappointment Valley. The lower portion is 50 miles 


in length and occupies that section of the Dolores River between 
Slickrock and the community of Bedrock in Paradox Valley. 
Below McPhee, the "desert" portion of the Dolores River, a 


secondary unsurfaced road follows the river for approximately 21 
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miles. Much of this is through privately owned crop and pasture 
land, At the old Bradfield Ranch (river mile 167), the road leaves 
the river and for the next 10 miles there is no vehicle access, 
The old Bradfield Ranch is a popular launching site for boaters and 
also essentially marks the end of private ownership of lands along 
the river. The remaining 97 miles of river is predominantly federal 
land administered by either the Bureau of Land Management or the 
Forest Service, . os ° 

A secondary road enters the river at Big Canyon near Dove Creek, 
Peiiisdo,. where a primitive road parallels the river for approximately 
8 miles, Additional access points are Highway 141 at Slickrock and 
a graveled county road at Gypsum Valley. This is the last access 
point for the next 35 miles to Bedrock, where the river exits Slick 
Rock Canyon, | 

Between the proposed McPhee Dam (river mile 183) and Slickrock 
(river mile 123), the Dolores River offers a unique wilderness river 
Biverience for hiking, primitive camping, and white water boating at 
various skill levels. Although virtually unknown, the river has 


become an attraction for wild river boaters. While it does not 


. contain extensive stretches of rough water demanded by some expert 


enthusiasts, it is, without doubt, a unique experience well worthy 
of preservation for its scenic and recreational values. Demand for 


this type of recreation is mushrooming, This is evidenced by a 71 
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percent increase in numbers of boating visitors in a single year on 
the Colorado River and 168 percent in Dinosaur National Monument in 
the last three years. Carrying capacity and numbers of visitors are 
now being limited on the Colorado River system through Flaming Gorge, 
Dinosaur, and Grand Canyon. 

From McPhee to Slickrock, the river drops an average of 24 feet 
per mile. Much of this section is easy and pleasant boating; however, 
the drops tend to come in steps and many of the rapids require 
expertise in maneuvering? One of these has been christened "Snaggle= 
tooth" and is a major obstacle to the canyon, It has been portaged 
more times than successfully run. This stretch offers beautiful 


campsites in grassy parks interspersed with ponderosa pine, maple, 


cottonwood, and gamble oak. 
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River mile 123 to 183 
(Slickrock to McPhee) 
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Dolores River Canyon 
near Big Canyon drainage. : 


"Snaggletooth" rapid, popular portage point for boaters. Located 
between McPhee and Slickrock. 


The canyon between Slickrock (river mile 123) and Bedrock (river 
mile 73) is unique, in that it offers one of the very few true wilder- 
ae experiences left in our country within the limits of safety for 
the Mevitecand average boater. Elevation in this 50-mile section 
drops about 11 feet per mile. 

The pristine desert canyon is carved of sandstone, delightfully 

scenic; somewhat reminiscent of the inundated Glen Canyon with massive 


multicolored stone walls draped in curtains of desert varnish, Camping 


~ 


in the canyon is a Oniatttexperience rarely found today. Scenic river 
canyons unspoiled by man and long enough to provide an overnight stop 
are in limited supply. A river trip from Slickrock to Bedrock takes 
two to three days. The entire stretch from Dolores to Bedrock can be 
Mircctated in four days by experienced boaters. 

Recreational values of the lower canyon also include rockhounding, 
_ camping, and hiking up side canyons such as Bull Canyon, Spring Canyon, 
or Coyote Wash, or a short hike to the saddle of the river's "Muleshoe 


Bend." A variety of wild flowers, wildlife, and geologic phenomena 


make ‘just being there a memorable experience, 
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River mile 73 to 123 
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The Dolores River between 
Slickrock and Bedrock, 
Large blocky Wingate cliff 


topped by purple Kayenta 
formation, 


Scene typical of "desert" portion of Dolores River between Slickrock 


and Bedrock, 
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Huge Wingate sandstone cliff viewed from Dolores River. 


Rough water ahead, Wingate sandstone at water's edge with 
sunlit Entrada sandstone in background, 
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Boaters being "poured" through area constricted by huge 
‘boulders in stream channel. Area between Slickrock and 
Bedrock. 


Heavily vegetated stream 
bank and sandstone cliffs 
of Wingate formation 
streaked in desert varnish. 
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CLASSIFICATION INTO WILD AND SCENIC RIVER STATUS 
In accordance with the guidelines established for inclusion into 
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, the segments of the Dolores 
River which are under consideration in this report do exhibit the 
required characteristics, 
The lower section, from Slickrock to Bedrock, warrants Wild River 


Area status, This section of the river is "free of impoundments" and 


is "generally inaccessible." Roads cross the river at Slickrock, Big 
Gypsum Valley, and again at Bedrock, This Sackion of the river has , 
remained essentially pretties as the only evidence of habitation and 
man's intrusion lies in scattered mining activity areas and some culti- 
vated cropland in Big Gypsum Valley. As mentioned previously in the 
description of the river segments and as evidenced in the accompanying 
pictures, this section of the Dolores offers a true wilderness experi- 
ence and should receive Wild Rites status, 

The upper section, from the proposed McPhee Dam to Slickrock, 
meets the conditions necessary for designation as a Recreational River 
Area. This section of the river is "readily accessible” and has 
opportunities for visitor utilization of the resource. A portion of 
this section, especially near the proposed dam site, is in private 
ownership and the shoreline is affected somewhat by development. 

With the materialization of the McPhee Dam and subsequent impoundment, 
coupled with the aforementioned factors, and the abundant recreational 
opportunities, this section of the river merits Recreational River Area 


- 


status. 
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Flow Characteristics 


The Dolores River, during the period 1953 to 1971, had an average 
annual flow of 263,000 acre feet. This represents a 22 percent decline 
in water flows from the 1939-1952 period. Flow records will show that 


fluctuations from less than 100 cubic feet per second to more than 


- ~10,000 second feet may occur annually, 


As a result of such widely varying quantities of water, the stream 
width also varies from less than 10 feet to approximately 100 feet. 
Normal spring reve would be 50-100 feet in width and 2-6 feet in depth. 
In many places, the river meanders lazily before plunging through narrow 
rapids, 

April, May, and June flows are high as spring snow melt occurs. 


Boating conditions are optimum during these months, Summer flows are 


_ moderate, with water quantity lowest in fall and winter. 


Essentially, the Montezuma Valley Irrigation District diversions 
totally dry the river bed during low flow periods and between July 1 
and October 15 each year. 

Through priority appropriation, the irrigation district has been 
allotted the entire annual flow of the Dolores River by the State of 
Colorado, The only water allowed to bypass their diversion works is 
either before or after the irrigation season or during high flows 
exceeding capacity of the diversion works and canals. 

Water Quality 
While the 110-mile segment of river under consideration is of 


good water quality, it nevertheless is affected by sources of pollution 
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occurring upstream, For this reason, water quality evaluation must 
include the entire reach of the river to Bedrock. 

The quality of water at the source is very good, but is deterio- 
rated by polluting sources downstream. One source of pollution, which 
parallels the river for 43 miles, is paved highway 141. This man-made 
watershed collects water which picks up some roadside trash, transport- 
ing it into the river, A historic pollution source, though somewhat 
controlled in recent years, has been the mine and mill tailings from 
the Rico-Argentine concentrating plant at Rico. Sulphuric acid wastes 
not only have destroyed surrounding vegetation, but also once eliminated 
the downstream fishery. This situation has since been corrected and 
now both the West Fork and the main Dolores River provide good fishing for 
state stocked and native trout. Incidental mine pollution occurs from 
numerous small operations on both forks of the river. The pollution 
is not significant at this time as dilution is reducing its effect. 

Some raw sewage enters the river at Rico and the settlement of 
Dunton. Both areas use septic tank and leach fields which drain to the 
river, The town of Dolores has a sewage plant, but only through primary 
treatment. Some leaching may occur from this source. 

Active and potential subdivision of the Dolores River flood plain 
above McPhee poses a major threat of all types of pollution. 

Disappointment Creek which enters the Dolores River near Slick- 
rock, carries a heavy silt load during spring runoff. Soils of this 


drainage basin are composed of the highly erosive mancos shale parent 
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materials which are easily transported during high intensity thunder- 
storms. 

Mill tailings at Slickrock were allowed to enter the river in 
past years, This is presently controlled and the tailings partially 
stabilized, | 

The following table shows river pollutant concentrations recorded 
at Bedrock, Colorado: 


e 


Concentrations of Soluble Salts Sediments and Other Pollutants , 


Pollutant Parts per Million 

Sodium ; 2,350 

Sulfate 1,690 

Chloride 3,520 

Calcium 474 

Dissolved Solids 1,000 

Sediment Concentrations 175-2,000 (Upper Reaches) 
Sediment Concentrations Up to 6,500 (Lower Reaches) 


Although no major pollution sources exist on the Dolores River, 
there are a number of polluting influences which deserve correction, 


Land Ownership 


The majority of lands along this 110-mile reach of the Dolores 


are in Federal ownership administered by either the Bureau of Land 


Management or the Forest Service. A breakdown of status is shown in 


the following table: 
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LAND OWNERSHIP 


River Miles % of Total 
Federal 
Bureau of Land Management 69 63 
Forest Service 17 15 
Private 24 22 
Total 110 100 
Significant Historic and Natural Values j 


The Dolores River is rich in historical and natural values 
throughout its entire reach. 

The first recorded prospecting expedition into this area was led 
by Don Juan Maria de Rivera, a Spaniard from Santa Fe, The year was 
1765. In the eleven years following the Rivera expedition, numerous 
other Spanish explorers visited the San Juan Basin, It was at this 
time that many of the mountains and rivers received their musical 


Spanish names.” 


Many of these names remain today; i.e., Dolores, 
La Plata, Piedra, Florida, and others. 

Franciscan Padres Fray Silvestre Velez de Escalante and Fray 
Francisco Antanasio Dominquez and company recorded the sighting of 
their first Indian ruin in Colorado near present-day Dolores, A 


journal entry dated August 13, 1776, reads: "On an elevation on the 


south bank of the river in ancient times there was a small settlement 
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ever returned as the Indians got him." 


of the same form as those of the Indians of New Mexico, as is shown 
by the ruins which we purposely examined,""4 

The ruin referred to is located on BLM lands within the NW%SE% 
Sec. 7, T. 37 N., R. 15 W., N.M.P.M. A 1970 inventory of the site 
revealed a circular kiva or ceremonial structure, 12-14 feet in 
diameter, surrounded by nine rectangular rooms of comparable size. 
Located nearly 200 feet above the proposed McPhee Reservoir, the 
ruin is particularly significant due to its atabilization and 
recreational development potential. ea smaller, less extensive ruin 
occupies the same tract of land. 

From ancient times to present, the Indian culture of the area is 
clearly evident. In the mid-1880s, the red man manifested his domain 


and resented the intrusion of the white, One early settler noted: 


"“Cowmen had to go out together as if a man went out alone he hardly 


2 

Additional remnants of the Anasazi (ancient ones) culture have 
been located along the Dolores River. Pueblo-type ruins occupy the 
canyon rim near ove Creek and reports of additional sites within the 
canyon have been received. Petroglyphs have been identified at Gypsum 
Valley, Bull Canyon, and La Sal Creek, Several caves and overhangs 
along the river contain evidence of campsites. 

A complete inventory of archaeological values is currently in 


progress within the river canyon area, This is being conducted by 
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the University of Colorado under contract to the Bureau of Land 
Management. 

In 1898, two French chemists, Messrs. Pivolot and Voilique, 
visited southwestern Colorado, They investigated uranium deposits 
in this area and then built the very first uranium concentrating plant 
in the world, This historic site, known as Camp Snyder, is located 
on the Dolores River at Slickrock. 

Near the Dolores River's entrance to Gypsum Valley, a rock 
overhang displays the names of peveral individuals, along with the 
“date "1899." Research indicates the inscriptions were left by a 
party of Aspen, Colorado, prospectors in that year. 

A traverse of the Dolores River takes one through an area 
interesting for its rare natural beauty and the dramatic ecological 
change from sub-alpine to desert habitat. 

Big game hunting values, along with all other outdoor recreational 
activities, receive considerable activity. In the fall, elk, deer, 
and bear hunting draws hunters from throughout the nation. These 
and other wildlife species frequently sighted along the river are: 
waterfowl, beaver, muskrat, raccoon, marmot, badgers, and band-tailed 
pigeons. The river canyon is important year-round habitat for all of 
these animals and provides essential winter range for the big game 


species, 
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Proposals Affecting the River 
Two water development projects are presently being considered 
on the Dolores River by the U. S. Bureau of Reclamation, They are a 
desalinization project at Paradox Valley and the Dolores irrigation 
project.. The Dolores Project, at McPhee, has been authorized by 
Congress as a component of the Central Arizona Project. Advanced 
planning is currently in progress and construction is scheduled for 
1974, ; apa: F: 
The proposed reservoir sear extend 11 miles from McPhee to Eek 
-outskirts of Dolores. It GosTd have 4,320 acres of surface area and 
a capacity of 364,000 acre feet of water, This water presently is 
totally obligated to irrigation and municipal and industrial use, 
@ Consideration is being given to altering of plans to provide for 
development of a downstream fishery. The project contains no specific 
provisions for the releasing of water from McPhee reservoir in suffi- 
ffent quantities to allow downstream boating. The completed project 
will deplete downstream flows by 140,600 acre feet annually. While 
the proposed McPhee Dam project certainly precludes the entire Dolores 
River's status as a wild river in the strictest sense, the proposal does 
mot automatically prevent the river unit from being included in the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, provided such structures do 
\ | not “unreasonably diminish the free-flowing nature of the stream and 
the scenic, scientific, geological, historical, cultural, recreational, 


. and fish and wildlife values present in the area." Therefore, with 
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reference to the above statement, even though a dam will obviously 
diminish the free-flowing nature of another vanishing wild river 
resource, some recreational values might still be salvaged from the 
McPhee Dam proposal. Through regulated guaranteed flows released 
during the peak visitor use periods (spring and early fall, this 
would not interfere drastically with the irrigation season), a 
tremendous recreational impact could be realized. 

The combined judgment of various river boating groups indicates 


that boating on the Dolores requires the following water quantities: 


ate 


Cubic Feet Per Second 


- 600 ; Absolute minimum 
900-1100 More enjoyable 
1500-2500 Optimum conditions 


Based on historical records, it appears the Dolores River presently 
produces an average of 35 boating days per year between the periods of 
April 15 and June 30. Considering that it takes 900 to 1,100 cubic 
feet per second to make boating enjoyable, 2,000 acre feet of water 
per day is necessary to provide downstream boating. These conditions 
could be created with the implementation of controlled water releases, 
and reliance on natural spills would then be unnecessary. It is estimated 
that after construction of the McPhee Dam, an average of 28 boating days 
per year could be provided through natural spills. However, with 
controlled regulated flows, the number of boating days per year could 
be predetermined and scheduled. As in the past, there will continue 


to be years in which no boating will be provided due to low runoff, 
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Mineral exploration on canyon rims 
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The Paradox desalinization project is under preliminary study and 
its possible effect upon the Dolores River is unknown, If dams were 
built, float boating could be eliminated in a resulting reservoir, 

Any impoundment of water in the untouched Slickrock Canyon would 


detract materially from a wilderness experience. Definite project 


plans are yet to be developed. 


A potential hazard exists to the wilderness qualities of the 
Slickrock Canyon by mineral exploration activities. Core drilling 
on the canyon rims has identified Geantin and vanadium deposits at 
depths which prohibit profitable access from the surface. Existing 
mining operations on the canyon rims presently do not detract 
aesthetically from the river's appeal; however, more extensive mining 
on or near the canyon rims certainly could have a detrimental effect. 
Extraction could possibly become economical by tunneling horizontally 
into the ore deposits from the canyon floor. 

Another mining impact is posed by the Atomic Energy Commission's 
proposals for offering uranium mining leases upon lands withdrawn 


from mineral entry, along two miles of the Dolores River. 


IV SUMMARY 
The Dolores River Area Management Framework Plan recommended that 
a reconnaissance survey and evaluation be conducted on the Dolores River 
as to its potential for designation under Section 5(d) of the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act PL90-542, This report resulted from the 
recommendations brought forth in the Management Framework Plan and 


reflects public opinion involved in the planning process, 
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From analysis of ehetaatucal’ historic, and recreational values 
identified, the river appears to have those qualities making it worthy 
of inclusion under the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 

The upper section has significant potential for a recreational 
designation, while the lower section has wild river qualities. The 
latter is relatively inaccessible, canyon-like country in a semi-arid 
environment. The canyon and surrounding rims are wild in nature. Very 
little evidence of the presence or hand of medern man exists in the 
canyon, Historical and archaeological values, while not fully explored, 
are known to exist. 

The river would provide an exciting recreational experience, for 
which demand greatly exceeds supply, as well as represent a segment of 
our nation's heritage. 

Designation of this river under Sec. 5(d) of the Act would be the 
first river so designated within Colorado and it could lead to one of 
the first classified rivers in desert, canyonland type country. | 

Classification would assure that any future planning and programs 
involving this segment proceed with complete recognition of the natural 
values of the river and clear understanding of how these values would 


be affected. 


Y COORDINATION AND DOCUMENTATION 
Several agencies, organizations, and interest groups have an active 


concern regarding the status of the Dolores River. A preliminary report 
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on the Dolores River for inclusion under Section 5(d) of the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act was coordinated with the Bureau of Reclamation, 


Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, and the Forest Service, Their suggestions 


and recommendations have been incorporated into this report. 


~~ The input from the Forest Service, San Juan National Forest, was 
directed primarily to the segment of the Dolores from its origin to 
the proposed McPhee Reservoir site (Appendix A.) However, in accordance 
with recommendations from the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation (Appendix B) 
and with the criteria established for wild, scenic, and recreational 
river classification, this segment of the river does not appear to 
qualify for inclusion under Section 5(d) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act. ; 

The Colorado Division of Wildlife prepared a summarization of a 
planning meeting which was held to consider the Bureau of Reclamation's 
alternative plans in addition to the authorized Dolores Project plan. 
The group of agency representatives attending the meeting (listed on 
page 2 of Appendix D), after evaluating the Bureau of Reclamation's 
alternative proposals, concluded that none would benefit the environ- 
ment for the cost involved, The representatives were then asked to 
produce additional alternative plans and their thoughts are reflected 
in Appendix D. 

The Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, in a memorandum to the Bureau of 
Reclamation, discussed cost-benefit analyses of various alternatives 
to the authorized plan, These included alternatives which were not 


discussed at the April 25-27, 1972 interagency meeting on the Dolores 


20 


i . _ 


bn woleuloey 02 wil essatod an 
a anciIove sew 325A oetewt o) mz 
*, 


nite : AS YOON teubz00 36 pease 


jabnoemosgeyt & 


‘ae 
wy 
~ 
-” 
3 
8 


ecoxi jeont ear 
n (od ulsvomise bajo wihe 


7 sertoM beseqara oa 


® 


Orv? anoizabaserosey ass a 


om | Pa% eee Pate aS | adT 


anaig 
| a). 
a ut enelq evidsoxedial 

i ry 
SICSeSTIGoT YOo9gs -20 Geese aie 


i 
h 


bi ~~ ide "lmdioes gat 


mo . ~ 
(0 stimgqgsA to fam 
- 


.eiemeqety svisaniegaly 
: . 7a 
ay .beviovel sees ef7 2623 } 
a 
ri hi wale svyisenvsslia faxotelbba a 


re op 
mie 8 AL ,WOs 16919 9k s00b3y0 io bn Tue 


iBayv io 246, are i tisned-3noa f om: b oA3 
‘f 7 A : P 


{ alls 
‘ om - 
jon stew Goldy aovidamaetia betwlond snect aig > 
= ro rt 


“1 ef) a0 galtemm qomeges: 


¥ 
_ * ‘ z 
‘= ner 


Project (Appendix E.) A document prepared by the Bureau of 
Reclamation concerning the above planning meeting is included in 
the report as Appendix C. 

The Dolores Conservancy District and the Ute Mountain Ute 
Indians have published a report which outlines the scope of the 
Dolores Project (Appendix F.) 

Public comment on the Dolores River is included as Appendix G. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
SAN JUAN NATIONAL FOREST 


P. O. Box 341 
Durango, Colorado 81301 


- , 
mp. te aap et 2 


“Dist. Mer. 
“Chief Ad, 
i Clerk 
Mr. Brent Jensen wad pa wos : 
Area Manager worm FEB 9 1972 : iY 
San Miguel Resource Area . 187, 
Bureau of Land Management “pak ol iets 


ed! 


Montrose, Colorado 81401 


Dear Brent: - 


IN REPLY REFER TO 


2510 


1972 © 


Enclosed is our draft of the recreation river proposal for the Dolores. 


River (origin to McPhee Reservoir site). If you have any comments, 


questions, or ideas, feel free to give us a call. 


Sincerely, 


i K (Ads Do | 


R. K. BLACKER 
Forest Supervisor 
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Dolores River, Colorado 
Origin to McPhee Reservoir Site 


I. Introductton 


The Dolores River originates in the Wilson Mountains and the high 


peaks ncar Lizard Head Pass located in the southwest corner of Colorado. 


‘It flows gencrally south by southwest for approximately 40 miles, then 
west for 6 miles, then north and northwest to the Colorado-Utah state 


line. However, this portion of the report will cover the stretch of 


river from its origin to the McPhee Reservoir site approximately 11 


Dy 
%) 


\ 


miles below the Town of Dolores, Colorado. The portion of the Dolores 
River above the proposed McPhee Dam site includes 22 miles of river 
from McPhee to the forks of the Dolores. The West Fork is approxi- 
mately 30 miles in length, and the main Dolores River is also approxi- 
mately 30 miles in length. This stretch of river lies within Montezuma 
and Dolores Counties. Both counties are very sparsely populated -- 
oaces ans County 14,000, Dolores County 1,700. Montezuma County has 
three centers Rearoreiarion -- Cortez 7,000, Dolores 800, and Mancos 
800. Dolores County has only two population centers which are very 
small --:Rico 100 and Dove Creek 1,000. | 

"El Rio de Nuestra Senora de los Dolores," as one river was first 


named, has played an important role in the history and development of 


the San Juan Basin of southwestern Colorado. Its canyon first sheltered 


the homes of ancient cliff dwellers. Later the river was used as a 


main travel route for the Utes and Navajos. The first white men to see 


the Dolores were Spanish explorers in 1761 who, while searching for a 


route to the Pacific, crossed the Dolores River just below the present 


s 


y+ 


iiite 


Brrrrerriie 


pore OT aad 


Py par ss ee” = es or TT Per. be ee i |’ 


; iA eeTo . 


73% OF WRT 


sobjovbansat > 
rf 9 
uo vavifi eoselco® att 


ceed basi brashd Saon 


1 
r4 and Aadvor 72009 aval? 


. 
te 
' 


na (iton defis ,weliw 3 aay 


0 ;yog ww ! syererie 
M ' «gt P ' a nt FT 
‘ 3 Fe d 
ie . P . ef _ 
solo ve ol WOlieG & 


} a3 Svoda ms 
io a i$ O2 setae 

1 I-pk pela oe 

a iat cP oot a2 estia OC a 
oh «= . so Leo ~v1ohe ih 
 eavolod ,000-8I es, 
tieigaqng 20 279 SAD 

43 View asd Werw/ anvolOth t 


/ a, 
} destd ood See OOf enlt == 


“Te ; i eb straws et seaerk ab oih rx ; 


ve: ie 
' td od3 ‘slot souTroqml? wa bevelg 


= 


¢ YA gis 4+ *3F  .obero!o® azeadasedaecs To akeos 
ovis odd 2076 aa aad tie sear 


Ash wil .wotavon ot saat. ota aa 


t ee 


+ oe 7 


xo) gotdonesa wide oe FASE ak 


fer) i 


rie 
jeee tg: od weiss aout 2 


2 

Town of Dolores. In the 1870's and 1880's the river served as a major 
travel route to the silver and gold mines of Rico, Dunton, Ophir, and 
Telluride. In 1889 the river canyon became the route of the Rio Grande 
Southern Railroad. This railroad served the area until 1952, the last 
20 years seeing the birth and death of the world famous "Galloping 
Goose" line. The mining activity has nearly subsided at this time, 
the. railroad has been removed, but the river bottom is still the main 
means of access. Colorado, Highway 145 follows the main fork of the 
river up the valley to Lizard Head Pass, Ridgeway, and points on north. 
A secondary road follows the West Fork of the river and connects with 
Colorado 145 in the vicinity of Cayton Campground. 


The fertile river bottom was cleared and farmed and has served 


as the base of a strong agricultural economy. Cattle and sheep still 


make up a substantial portion of the local aeoacay 

Tourism is one of the major economic influences in the area. 
During the summer the tourist population increases dramatically in 
the entire southwest portion of the state. Tourists in the Four 
Corners Area enjoy a wide variety of scenery. The area rises from the 


floor of the southwestern desert which comprises the Navajo Indian 


Nation, through the deep canyons and high plateaus of the pinyon-juniper 


country, to the lush mountains and meadows, and finally to the very 
spectacular precipitous peaks of the Rocky Mountains. 

The ma jor attractions which draw tourists to the southwestern 
portion of Colorado are: Mesa Verde National Park, Navajo Indian 
Nation, and the Narrow Gauge Railroad between paranso and Silverton. 


An outstanding attraction in the area is the breathtaking high mountain 
Rest 3 +f . ia . 
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3 
scenery of which the Dolores River drainage is a fine example. The cool, 
dry summer climate makes this area ideal for summer camping vacations. 
Numerous private recreational enterprises are available to the public 
such as dude ranches, packers and outfitters offering pack trips, jeep 
rides, and other activities tied to the landscape. Public camping and 
picnic sites are available on National Park and Forest Service lands. 
Access into southwestern Colorado by automobile is via U. S. 

Highway 160 from the east, U. S. Highway 666 from the north and south, 
and Colorado Highway 145 from the north. Air travel into the area ts ; 
via Frontier Airlines at the Cortez and Durango airports. 

ee Nave 4o Lake, the only natural lake within the Dolores River 
drainage, is approximately 4-5 acres in size and is accessible only 
by foot or horseback. The only other impoundment in the drainage 
area is Groundhog Reservoir, an irrigation impoundment, which receives | 


heavy fishing pressure. 


II. River Setting 

Total length of the Dolores River, including the West Fork and 
the main Dolores River, from the headwaters to the McPhee Dam site is 
82 miles. ‘The West Fork is not as wide as the main Dolores, nor is 
the floodplain as wall developed. Average width of the channel itself 
ts less than 100 Pact and the river bottom less chan ¥ mile. In many 
places.the river meanders lazily before plunging through a narrow 
rapids. The water is usually clear most of the year except after 


heavy rains. — 
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The main Dolores River has been scarred by seasonal flooding 


se) 


throughout its entire length. The river was channelized in many 
places by the highway department during construction of Highway 145. 
The Army Corps of Engineers and private landowners have done exten- 
sive work in an effort at streambank protection and flood control. 
Much of this work is visible from the highway. 
Above the Town of Rico the main Dolores is a mountain stream. 


There is no private land along its banks, and it is relatively un- 


Mipracted, Below Rico, to the Forks, the river shows more evidence 
of disturbance, and from the Forks to che McPhee Dam site man‘s in- 
fluences can be plainly seen. 

The Dolores River i characteristically a heavy spring flow, 
moderate summer flow, and low fall and winter flow river. Summer 
- flow on the West Dolores below Fish reeee ctatebiiized by releases 
from Eroundhos Reservoir. Summer flows below Dolores are very low 
due to large diversions for irrigation. The following described, 
| flow records are available at various aor on the river: 
Dolores River at Rico 1914-1921 
Dolores River below Rico 1952-1970 
Dolores River at Dolores 1896-1903, 1912, 1922-1970 
Dolores River near McPhee 1952 


West Fork Dolores near Dunton 1941-1944 
West Fork Dolores near Stoner 1941-1944 


Appendix 1 contains abstracted data from the above sources and shows 
representative flows along the Dolores River in the study area. 

Be The main Dolores River has its headwaters high in the permanent 
snow fields in the rugged mountains surrounding 10,250' Lizard Head 
Pass. Several nde headwater tributaries including Snow Spur Creek, 


Lizard Head ont ao Coke Ovens Creek come together to form the 
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main Dolores River. The West Fork of the Dolores River originates at 
snow-fed Navajo Lake which is nestled between the 14,000' plus peaks 
of the Wilson Mountains Primitive Area. From here it tumbles, falls, 
and winds it way down its course some 30 miles before joining the main 
Dolores at the forks some 13 miles upstream from the Town of Dolores. 
From its origin high in the snow fields to the dam site at McPhee the 
‘elevation drops approximately 6,000 feet. 

Merorically an excellent fishing stream, the Dolores River was 
polluted By early mining and placer operations’ to such an extent that 
for a few years fishing became a poor in the Rico area and for sev- 
eral miles downstream. This situation has since been corrected, and 
: now both the West Fork and the main Delores River provide good fishing 
hror state stocked Beni ercatrcodt: The river does get very muddy when 
it rains, making fishing poor. The Dolores River has long been a favor- 
ite trout fishing stream and is becoming more popular each year. Much 
of the river is private land, and until very recently very little of 
-it has been closed to the public. The Forest Service has seven camp- — 
grounds developed, three on the main Dolores and four on the West Fork. 
Several private campgrounds and resorts have also been developed 4s well 
as many summer homes and several summer youth camps. With increased 
interest and development of private land along the river, the use and 
pressure on National Forest land have increased. Identification and 
devolopment of National Forest lands for access and use by the public 


are of utmost importance. Much of the National Forest land fronting 


the river is dn small pieces; as the private land is developed, these 
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6 
small islands of National Forest land will Bepear to be insignificant 
but will furnish important access to the river. 

Present recreation use of the river drainage area for hunting is 
fairly heavy in the fall. Important game species fnand in the area 
include elk, deer, and bear. Other wildlife which frequent the river 
area are waterfowl, beaver, muskrat, marmots, badgers, and band-tailed 
pigeons. The south facing slopes Steck river canyon are important 
winter range for deer and elk. 

During high water in the spring the Dolores River from Stoner toy 
Dolores has been the scene of white water raft and kayak races. The 
Dalores River is considered an extremely cane ecoue and challenging 
white water run during the spring runoff. . 

The quality of the water at the source is very good, but it is 
quickly eroded by polluting sources. One source of pollution, which 
is present from the top of. Lizard Head Pass to the Town of Dolores, 
is the paved highway. This man-made watershed collects water which 
picks up some of the roadside trash. A continuing source of’ pollution, 
which in past years was very bad, is the mine and mill tailings from 
the Rico sulphuric acid plant and the various stamp mills. Presently 
this source of pollution is under control but could easily be a major 
problem should the retaining dams fail. There is also incidental mine 
pollution from many small mines on both major forks of the river. 

Thie Badiution ie not significant at this time, as dilution is reduc- 
ing its effect. 


Approximately 20 active and recently abandoned gravel pits put 


in by the county, state, and Forest Service are located in this stretch 
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of river. The majority of these pits lies between the McPhee Reservoir 
site and the Town of Dolores. Some of these pits are still actively 


polluting the river, some only pollute during very high water, and some 


are far enough removed from the high water line to pose no problem. 


Forest Service road construction to and within numerous timber 
harvest areas is causing additional sediment and siltation to enter 
the river. This additional load of sediment added to the load coming 
from numerous Reecet erosion areas probably Bear ieneee the major 
source of pollution which can be seen by the general public. This 


type of pollution is very evident during spring runoff and following 


_high intensity thunderstorms. 


Some raw sewage is entering the river from the Town of Rico and 


the Settlement of Dunton. Both areas are on septic and leach fields 


which drain to the river. The Town of Dolores has a sewage plant but 
only through primary treatment. Some leaching to the river may occur 
from this source. These sources will probably increase as the popula- 
tions of these towns increase. From Dolores to the Stapelton Bridge 


(see map) the land fronting the river has been divided into 4 to 20- 


' acre tracts intended for home sites. Near the forks of the river 


lands have been divided into 1 to 5-acre plots. On the West Fork of 
the river from the forks to Cottonwood Creek summer home sites are 
eee 


becoming more numerous. Construction has occurred on some plots and 


will definitely increase. All of these developments are using septic 


» and leach field systems. In a general sense, all sources of pollution 


are not yet causing deterioration of the river to the eye of the view-. 
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ing public. 
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There are presently many legitimate and authorized uses of water 
from the Dolores River.’ These uses include many placer claims in both 
forks of the river. These claims have not been used in recent years, . 
and it is unlikely they will become actlvo in the future. IHowever, 
valid rights could be switched to other leglttmate uscs, 


The active gravel pits in the river are not consumptive uses of 


“water. However, they do cause a degradation of the water and the river 


bottom. This use will praqbably continue and will increase as the miles 


of road to be graveled increase. ‘ 
There are numerous small eriearien diversions directly from the 

river to irrigate hay meadows. These uses will probably remain constant 

but may decrease as more and more land is subdivided and taken out of 


agricultural production. There is a large irrigation diversion from 


the river near the Town of Dolores -- the canal for the Montezuma 


. Valley Irrigation District. This diversion takes approximately 6 c.f.s. 


from the river. This amount of diversion essentially dries up the river 


during low flow periods. An important part of this irrigation district 
is Groundhog Reservoir which collects spring'runoff water on Groundhog 
Creek. This water is released during low flow periods to supplement 
the natural flow and supply the necessary irrigation water. The above 
mentioned canal may be moved when the McPhee Reservoir is constructed. 


McPhee Reservoir is one of the structures approved in the Upper Colo- 


_xado River Basin Storage Act of 1968. The main purpose of the reservoir 


is to supply storage of irrigation water... When filled the reservoir will 


be approximately 10.5 to 11 miles long, backing up water to within % mile 
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To), | of Dolores. This reservoir will supply a large body of water for recre- 
ation purposes at the edge of the southwestern desert area. 

The Colorado Game, Fish & Parks Department is using a small amount 
of water for a fish rearing unit located approximately 5 miles above | 
Dolores. This use will probably remain constant. 

The towns of Rico and Dolores receive the major portion of their 
domestic water from the river. Approximately 2.66 c.f.s. of water are 
diverted at Dolores for domestic purposes. These uses for domestic 


water will increase as the rapid development of the area increases. 


The land ownership along the main Dolores River and the West Fork 
is varied. Much of the. land is private with the rest being National 
Forest, Bureau of Land Management, and state administered land. A 


breakdown of the ownership is shown in the following table: 


_ Land Ownership River Miles % of Total 
Private aVi® 52.50 65 
Forest. Service 28.00 34 
BLM ; 1-25 aw 
rs State (Fish Hatchery) 25 Sars 


Yost of the private land along the main river is well surveyed and 
established. The West Fork, however, is a different situation. The 
majority of the private holdings is not well established or not estab- 
lished at all by survey. THeventive West Fork drainage needs to be 
resurveyed by the Bureau of Land Management. Land values along the 
river have soared during the last five years, and in many arcas owner- 


ship is disputed. 


III. Summary of Recreational Development Limitations 


The most limiting factor against the enhancement of public outdoor 


recreation along the Dolores River is the lack of public access. As 
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indicated above, 65% of the river bank is in private ownership. Although 
the majority of this private land is now open to the public by permission, 
it is very likely that this access will gradually peoreasat In conjunc- 
tion with this problem is the problem of not having a good land survey 
whereby ownership can be determined. Consequently, the public is not 
sure where they have access. 

Land development on the private land in the form of subdivision, 
Rone building, and commercial enterprises will result in a greater de- 
mand upon the public land for outdoor recreation. Presently, both 
Montezuma and Dolores Counties Mave perabitened Planning Boards. Thesé 
boards have declared moratoriums on subdivisions until proper laws and 
regulations can be adopted. 

Numerous unpatented mining claims are not adequately mapped and 
surveyed. Therefore, an adequate survey must be made prior to further 
development. Should mining activity again become prominent, there 
could be additional areas filed upon which piehtabe lost to recreation. : 

The McPhee Reservoir, when built, will draw many additional recre- 
ational visitors to the area. Developed recreation sites are planned 
for construction to accommodate these people. Heavy recreation demand 
will require overflows to be absorbed partially on Forest land. 

Prinber harvesting has been confined primarily to areas out of: 
view from the river. This should continue to be the case. Additional 
road building will require stringent restrictions to maintain high 
quality of the water. 

Presently the river flows are very low below the Town of Dolores 
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during the middle to late summer due to the large diversion for the 
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Montezuma Valley Irrigation District ditch. This low flow is hardly 
enough to sustain fish life. The river is so low that it looks very 
bleak with large boulder and rubble fields evident; however, this area 


will be completely under water if dnd when the McPhee Reservoir is 


constructed. 
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APPENDIX 1 


ieisection contains representative flow data for the main stem Dolores 
and West Fork of the Dolores River. The longest ee of stream flow 
is for the main stem of the Dolores at the Town of Dolores (59 years), 
and all data given in Table 1 is referenced to this long record to give 
the reader some perenective as to the ranking of the year. For the 


records of short duration, the year chosen was the year that came clos- 


est to the average yearly flow for the Dolores Station. The maximum, 


average, and minimum year records are given for the Dolores Station. 


Table 2 compares the mean flow, momentary maximum, and minimum day for 


the station at Dolores and at McPhee. 


Figure 1 is a flow duration curve for the Dolores River at Dolores and 
will provide the reader with a general idea of how much flow the Dolores 


River will contain any given % of the time. 
None of the data has been corrected for diversions. 


All of the data was extracted from USGS Reports which contain a complete 


station history. The original data is obtainable from the USGS, or this 


office will furnish it upon request. 
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*¥Rank Year 
104% 1943 
1042 1943 


Bae) 1958 


33% 1934 
Qtininun 
oa record) 


100% 1952 
(Average) 


1847 1942 
(Maximum 
on record) 


102% 1947 


*Rank is referenced to the record for the Dolores River at Dolores.. 


Station 


West Fork Dolores near 
Dunton Lat 37°46' N 
Loagz 108°05' E 
Drainage Area 39.4 mi? 


West Fork Dolores near 
Stoner Lat 37939' N 
Long 108°19" E 
Drainage Area 160 mi2 


Dolores River below 
Rico tate37°38'25" N 
Long 108°903'05" E 
Drainage Area 105 mi2 


Dolores River at Dolores” 


Tat=37°28"* N 
Long 108930" E 
Drainage Area 556 mi2 


Dolores River at Dolores 


Dolores River at Dolores 


Dolores River at McPhee 
Late37-34 N 

Long 108934° E 

Drainage Area 793 mi2 


Table lL 


Representative Monthly and Yearly Mean Discharge (cfs) 


0 N D J F M A M J J 
8.82 7.37 we Se se —_ 87.2 124 133 52.9 
Ad 
4 
32.2 17.9 14.1 14.0 W860) 227. 27 435 297 136 
31.3 18.4 15.7 15.4 16 26.6 63.7 376 767 142 
106 66.3 50 40 50 75 472 567 108 55.4 
168 110 55.1 55 90 80.2 1107 1554 1209 373 
1247 453 157 108 85.9 154 1955 2565 1938 418 
15.7 29.1 42.4 47.8 54.5 98.7 320 1558. 797 56.1 


A rank of 75% means for the period of record at Dolores. The 
annual flow for the year shown was 75% of the record average, 
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Figure L 


10,0Q0 Flow Duration Curve for Dolores River at Dolores 
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Table 2 


> Comparative Data for Dolores River at Dolores and Dolores River at McPhee 
: Yearly Mean ‘Momentary Maximum Minimum Day 
Dolores R_ Dolores R Dolores R Dolores R Dolores R_ Dolores R 
@ Dolores @ McPhee @ Dolores @ McPhee @ Dolores @ McPhee 
Year cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs 
1941 me 721 767 8070 8430 40.0 5.7 
1942 790 847 4780 8650 66.0 2.6 
1943 448 362 3980 4060 36.0 2.6 
1944 : 617 por OLZ 5670 7540 40.0 2.7 
1945 452 374 cle 37,70 5450 30.0 2.0 
1946 298 130 2720 . 1910 — 18.0 1.6 ee 
1947 436 wah yer , 3160 2870 35.0 2.4 
1948 536 444. ° 5040 4560 48.0 1.8 
i 1949 522 443 8140 7530 mc 2...0 6 
| 


(21950 322 187 2040 2320 31.0 bg 


Irrigation diversion for Narraguinnep Reservoir is 1.33 miles downstream from 
the gaging station at Dolores. The amount of water diverted from the Dolores 
River varies with carry over storage at Narraguinnep Reservoir and season of 
the year. The minimum day flows shown for the McPhee site will occur in late = 
summer or early fall, and the diversion all but dries up the section of the 

| river between the point of diversion to the McPhee gage site. 


FOREST SERVICE 
SAN JUAN NATIONAL FOREST 


P. O. Box 341 
Durango, Colorado 81301 IN REPLY REFER TO 
ae 2510 


cy) | UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
ce 


Cy San peeetas 
C ‘* June. 6, 1972 


Mr. Brent Jensen 

Area Manager 

San Miguel Resource Area 
Bureau of Land Management 
Montrose, Colorado 81401 
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Dear Brent: : 


We were quite impresscd with your Dolores River report and hesitate, 
changing anything. However, there are some questions we have which 
we would like you to consider. 


pe * ace 9 - The railroad did not travel the entire river canyon, 
only from Dolores to Lizard Head. This was our misstatement - Sorry. 


ao L-Page 10 - We understand the Bureau only planned to purchase private 
Ce lands for fishing if the "Forks" reservoir were approved. This is 
a ; very unlikely, in our opinion. ‘ 


Cage 10 - Below McPhee is not where the desert portion begins. 
The river goes through some quality Ponderosa pine sites before it 
becomes desert. 


Page 10 - Bradfield Ranch is now Mark Elkins Ranch. Mr. Elkins’ 
attitude is not one of making the area a popular launching site. 


th Page 1l - We disagree with the last sentence -- "... they offer 
one of the very few true wilderness experiences left in our country 
...'' A wilderness experience means so many different things to 


different people that we hate to see it limited in this respect. 


ace 14 - Pollution in the form of sedimentation occurs through- 
out the length of the river. In view of the way the entire report 
is written, perhaps we should not be so specific about the upper 
portion. We've made the suggested changes in the report. 


Page 21 - In addition to the West Fork proposal, a reservoir at 
Plateau Creek was proposed. In our opinion, neither of these will 
occur. We suggest eliminating the last paragraph. 
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. PV¥orest Supervisor 


Page 23 - We question the validity of the demand exceeding the 
supply. We have seen no one turned away nor the river too crowded. 


Thank you for the opportunity of expressing our thoughts. 


Sincerely, 


/ 


a i. 
? R. K. BLACKER 
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Memorandum 


To: District Manager, Montrose District 
Bureau of Land Management 
Attention: Brent Jensen 


From: Regional Director, Mid-Continent Regfon 
Subject: 5(d) Report on the Dolores River, Colorado 


We have completed our review of the subject report which recommends a 
portion of the Dolores River, Colorado, for inclusion under Section 5(d) 
of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (P.L.90-542). 


We would first like to compliment you on the quality of’ the effort. It 

is obvious that considerable time and energy were expended to complete it. 
We do, however, have some general recommendations and suggestions for 
possible improvement of the report. These are discussed below. Our 

more specific comments are marked on the xerox copy of the report attached 
to this memorandum. 


Our first major recommendation is that certain parts of the report be 
reorganized. There are a few paragraphs, most of which we have. marked 
on the xerox copy, which appear to us to be out of context. In order 
to remedy this problem, we have transferred these paragraphs to what we 


_ believe to be more appropriate positions in the text. Of course, these 


are only our suggested changes and are subject to your approval or dis- 
approval. 


A second recommendation concerns the length of the report in certain 
sections. We feel that some of the information discussed is extraneous 
and could be dropped without detracting from the original purpose of the 
report. We have marked out these particular passages on the xerox copy. 


Perhaps ‘the most important recommendation we can make in regard to this 
report is the need for a detailed map of the Dolores River and the sur- 
rounding area. Considering the nature of 5(d) reports, the chances are 
excellent that those who read them will have little or no knowledge of the 
area and will ‘be in need of such a map to give proper consideration to the 
proposal. Along the same line, the report appears to assume that the 
reader is familiar with the Bureau of Reclamation authorized Dolores Pro- 
ject. This again will probably not be the case. We have attempted to 


. correct this latter problem on the Xerox copy. 
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Memo to District Manager, Montrose District, BLM 
Page 2 


Our final recommendation is that the report expand its discussion of 

the free-flowing values associated with the Dolores. This is the 

most important aspect of the report and thus should receive the greatest 
emphasis. This is particularly true of the upper section because as now 
described, it does not seem worthy of 5(d) designation. It appears to 
have no particularly unique values which would warrant its inclusion 


in the National System. 


We hope these general .comments when coordinated with the more detailed 
comments on the xerox copy will be helpful in preparing your first 
5(d) report. If we can be of any further assistance, please. let us 


know. 
' - , Ne 1] é 
(©) ee O val) 
Maurice D. Arnold — 
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PLAN FORMULATION < 

n MEETING Be eK 

DOLORES PROJECT, COLORADO = 
-. DURANGO, COLORADO © 
(April 25-27, 1972 0 i 


SCHEDULE 
* *# eH 


‘ 


Tuesday, April 25th 


8:00 AM Meet at Holiday Inn, 800 Truck Bypass, Durango, Colo. 


8:00 AM Objective =--- E, K, Wiscombe 
8:30 AM Field Trip Briefing -- R. H. Tyner 
9:00 AM Start Field Trip 
: FIELD TRIP 
Wednesday, April 26th = ‘ 


8:00 AM Field Trip Review 
Briefing of the day's schedule--R. H. Tyner 


9:00 AM Alternative Plans and discussion of basic data-- 
D. E. Clay 

9:30 AM Reservoir Capabilities and Unit Costs of Storage-- 
J. E. Gregg 


10:00 AM Stream Flow Records, Historical Data Review and 
Boating Potential--W. E. Cook and R. H. Tyner 


Break 
10:30 AM Work Group Assignments 


Noon 
4:30 PM ° Adjourn 
Thursday , April 27th 


8:00 AM _ Select Project Plan-Team effort 
3:30 PM Adjourn | 
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AGENCIES REQUESTED TO PARTICIPATE 
PLAN FORMULATION MEETING OF DOLORES PROJECT 


Durango, Colorado, April 25-27, 19T2 
He HHH HH HHH HH KH HH H 


~REPRESENTATIVE 


Ken Krabbenhoft 
' Jim O'Shea 


Clark D. Johnson 


Don Smith 
Ivan Wescott 


‘ John Tucker 


Lee McQuivey 
Rod Blacker 
Paul Senteney 
Paul Roth 


Allan O'Neill 


Roger Maxwell — 


Bob Anderson 
Brent Jensen 


Paul Willmore 


AGENCY 


National Park Service 
National Park Service 


Bureau of Sport Fisheries & Wildlife 


Colorado Game, Fish and Parks 


Colorado’ Game, Fish and Parks 


Environmental Protection Agency © 
Corps of Engineers 

Forest Service 

Forest Service 


Forest Service 


Bureau of Outdoor Recreation 
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation 


Bureau of Land Management 
Bureau of Land Management 


BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 
PARTICIPANTS 


Harold Sersland 


E. K. Wiscombe 
weRe H. Tyner 


Jo Ee Greeg 
D. Ee Clay 

W. E. Cook, 
W. S. Wilkins 


REGION 4, SALT LAKE CITY 


a 


Regional Planning Officer 
Regional Environmentalist 


' DURANGO PROJECTS OFFICE 


iii 


Project Manager 

Chief, Planning Division 
Chief, Engineering Bronch 
Chief, Plan Formulation Branch 
Chief, Hydrology Branch 
Environmental Specialist 
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PROJECT ACREAGE 


CACRES) 


FULL SERVICE 
SUPPLEMENTAL SERVICE 
Pa tOTAL 


PROJECT WATER SUPPLY cacre-Feet) 


IRRIGATION | 
MUNICIPAL & INDUSTRIAL 
DOVE CREEK 
CORTEZ 


TOTAL 


120,800 ° 
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ALTERNATIVE PLANS DESCRIPTION 


Authorized Plan = The plan is deseribed in detail in House Document 412, 
Updated plan formilation summary sheets are attached to the back of this 
brochure, 


Forks Reservoir ‘ite Alternatives - A quadrangle map view of the Forks 


Site is shown « “nge 4, The water surface elevation shown is 7,600, 
however, gener” :, a plan selected would probably show a lower elevation, 
The combinatio. »\" McPhee and Forks Reservoirs provides several alter- 
natives that ev: i significantly expand the fishery, wildlife, recreo- 
tion, water q's: ily and flood control potential of the Dolores Project. 
Area and coy. = versus elevation curves for, the McPhee and Forks Sites 
@re shown on ,. = 5 and 6. The two,plans that need a more complete | 
environmentn: ©» eorollary effects evaluation are described as follows: 
PLAN I 

Forks ani}. “ee reservoir sites with emphasis on developing 

& stream ‘ - .:ry below McPhee dam site. 

Irrigation. ‘‘micipal and Industrial water demands are same 

as in the ' wnorized Plan, . 


Recreation. Fisheries, Wildlife, Flood Control, Water Quality 
and all other project effects need evaluation by the appro- 
priate agency. 


Project water shortages will be pro-rated equally among all 
purposes except M&I, which will be provided a full Bupplye 


Historical stream flows at Dolores and below McPhee damsite 
are shown on pages 7 and 8, 


Cost estimates for stream fishery development were based on 
two alternative releases, (May 15-Oct. 31 and rest of year). 


1. 50 & 35 cfs 

2. 20 & 10 cfs 
Storage costs to provide these releases at the Forks site are 
summarized on pages 11 and 13, 
McPhee and Forks Site reservoir: operations are summarized on 
a sketch, pages 9, 10 and 12. Sk 


. 
’ 


BebAslwWs 


aatiogwe tela bookie 


af 


sad? sdivony ot sd8od ao 
ee ee 


“32 Bo" apeteqe ‘vio <apet: 


7 
of% snes Iepheoten a 


aeiet svliJaristia OW 


7 
*ACAITUA 
19 aT = mole “+ be 4 
noiialnase? sole Penne 


-iutootd 


| orn aaa 
ovode 68 oe 
Ley F ‘Seto, , SVENOR 


is vw fr aeds Ty 


é x : 

é an) ; 

Sin oljagiat lee 
ot Poe ett of 88 Ai 
- 
“teagresh 
cig tito Sie eae 4 
{oVoRe lah i 


| 
, 


18M fosome sesoqgiy ae 


esney no MONS CIEE 


> 


te 4o't sotamlles Jaoo 


sto 2€ soe a 
ats of 4 os Sy 


5510 eat 


Wea 


Disadvantages of ndding the Forks Site would be: 


l. 
2. 


Inundation of approximately ten miles of stream fishery. 
Inundation of Forest Service Campground and several 
summer homes. 

Inundntion of private ski area, 

Required road relocation through scenic area around 
reservoir, 

Oth disadvantages (list below and estimate monetary 
vali: if possible) 


2). 


_PLAN II 


Forks and McPhee reservoir sites with a powerplant at the Forks 
Site and pumping at the Great Cut to Elev, 6945. Emphasis is 
to stabilize McPhee to minimize pumping and maximize McPhee and 
Forks Site recreation potentials. 


McPhee Reservoir operation is summarized on a sketch, page 1h, 

The powerplant at Forks Site would require a Eupecentiet inactive 
pool and would thus maximize recreation opportunities there also. 
Forks Site reservoir operation is summarized for this plan on a 
sketch, pars 15. Forks Site reservoir costs are summarized on 
page 16. : 


Stream fist vy potentials would involve about one hundred miles; 


twenty mil‘: between the two reservoirs and about 80 miles down- 
stream fro: “icPhee damsite to about the Dove Creek municipal 
pumping p' ... (See General Map) This does not preclude a 
possible «: -:ificant additional stream fishery opportunity further 
downstre: 

Releases ! ugh the powerplant would be about uniform at 310 
second-fer'.. 


Releases below McPhee would be 20 cfs May 15 thru Oct. 31 and 
10 cfs through the rest of the year, Shortages would be pro-rated 
equally between fisheries and irrigation. 


Disadvantages of this plan are the same as in Plan I, plus: 


1. ‘Transmission Line (345 KV) from Forks to Great Cut. 
' 2.: Other disadvantages (list below and estimate monetary 
| value if possible). 
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PLAN FORMULATION 
SUMMARY SHEETS 
January 1972 


DOLORES PROJECT, COLORADO 


LOCATION : Dolores and Montezuma Counties in Southwestern 
Colorado of the Upper Colorado River Basin 


AUTHORIZATION: Construction, Operation and Mainteiance of thé 
: Dolores Project Was Authorized Under Title V of 
Public Law 90-357, September 30, 1968 


SYNOPSIS OF AUTHORIZED PLAN: 


The project will develop unused waters of the Dolores River for 


irrigation of full and supplemental service latds in the San Juan 
River drainage. Municipal and industrial water deliveries are 
planned for Cortez, and Dove Creek, Colorado. Project operations 
and specific facilities will be provided to develop significant 
corollary flood control, recreation, fish and wildlife, and water 
quality benefits. 


Primary regulation of Dolores River flows will be provided at the 
McPhee Reservoir site. Developed and #e-regulated water will be 
diverted through the Great Cut Dike to project and non-project con- 
veyance facilities. Three small reservoirs located along the Dove 
Creek Canal alignment will provide additional project storage and 
allow for reductions in project conveyancé facilities sizes. Some 


additional benefits from recreation and fish and wildlife opportunities 


will be realized. Project laterals and drains will be constructed 
for service and protection of project lands. 


Initial project water deliveries dre scheduled for 1978. 


ADMINISTRATION: 


\ 


The Dolores Water Conservancy District will be the main administrative 
and contracting agency for the Dolores Project: The Indians’ interests 


will be represented by the Ute Mountain Indian Tribe. 
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IRRIGATION: 


Peos ete Water Supply at farm 


headgates (acre-feet) . 
Bservice area (atres) 


Full Service ....: $ 
Supplemental Service 


Total ® ° ° @ e ° 


Irrigators' Annual Payment 


Total gore) 2% 


Ability 


Per acré-foot of pester mente 
at farm headgates--(approx) . 


Average irrigation project 


costs | 


Per acre of larid (approx) 
Per atre-foot of project supply 


‘RECREATION: 


McPhee Reservoir 


Normal High Watér Surface 


Minimum Water Sut'face 


Average Low Pool (May-Sept) 


Estimatéd hear Visitors eerie 


Net Recreational Value 


Ruin Catlyon Reservoir 


) e o ° 


Normal High Watet Surfate 


Minimum Water Surface 


Average Low Pool (May~Sept ) 


Estimated Annual Visitors tiers 


Net Recreational Value 


hives bi 3b 


(approx) 


Elevation 


(feet) 


692010 
6855.0 
6894.0 


Elevation 
(feet) 
676140 
6716.5 
6747.0 


120,306 


32,340 
28 ,660 
61,000 


$362,400 


$3.00 


$870 
$4h0 


Aréa 
(Acres) | 
4,320 
2,070 
SPEPIUE 


200,000 
SLOT ,500 


Area 
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395 
163 
310 


10,000 
$10,700 
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Cahone Reservoir 


Normal tligh Water Surface 
Minimum Water Surface 


Average Low Pool (Muy-Sept) 


Estimated Annual Visitors ih 
Net Recreational Value 


Monument Creek Reservoir 


Normal High Water Surface 
Miriimum Water Surface 


Average Low Pool (May-Sept) ' 


Estimated Annual Visitors « 


Net Recreational Value 


MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL WATER (acre feet) 


Cortez Supply 


Dove Creek Supply 


Total 


STREAM DEPLETION (acre-feet annually) 


Irrigation 


Municipal and Industrial 


Total 


ESTIMATED COSTS 
Project Costs (January 1971 prices) 


McPhee Dam, Dike & Reservoir 
Cahone Dam and Reservoir 


Monument Creek Dam and Reservoir 


Dove Creek Canal 
South Canal ii. 
Hovenweep Canal . 
- ; Cahone Canal Vo" 
Great’Cut Canal . 
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Ruin Canyon Dem and Reservoir .'. 
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Elevation 
(fect) 


Elevation 
(feet) 
6727 .0 
6708.0 
6718.0 
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Area 


(Acres) 


682245 225 
6790.0 37 


6803.0 
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100 


11,000 
Ret $10,450 


Area 


(Acres) 
190 
101 
140 


9,000 
$10,080 
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4,900 
1,200 


6,100 


83,600 
3,700 
87 ,300 


‘ $30,160,000 
. 2,152,000 
4,982,000 
3,260,000 
11,653,000 
795,000 
876,000 
418,000 
1,806,000 
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ESTIMATED COSTS (Cont'd) 


Laterals meet ‘ioe Th ee . 
Drains . . . ° ° ° . ° ‘ . t) ‘ o ‘ ‘ e 
OM&R Fac ilities 7 2©« «© @© @ 6 ® @6 © & @ e 

6 te) ce ie 6 


Recreation Development . + 
Big Game Range Improvement 
Development Fund .... 6 


Total Project Cost +» ' «eee © © @ © @ 
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Annual Operation, Maintenance and Replacement 
Costs (1968-1970) eo © © © © © © 8-0 0© 8 8 © © 
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BENEFIT-COST ANALYSIS 


(100-year period at 3-1/8 percent interest) 


Average Annual Benefits Direct 
eri pete Or geese ech oll-tive gies tes $2,760,000 
Municipal and Industrial ... 457,500 
Fish and Wildlife l1/ .:i..». 61,800 
Recreation 1/ ° e e » ° é ° e e <4 188,700 
Flood Control Vise ee e e ¢« 4 8 22,000 
Water Quality Af ee ek ee eee | 8,300 
Area Redevelopment 2/ . .« ¥s. nam 

Total $3,498 ,300 


Average Annual Equivalent Costs . 
Benefit-Cost Ratio . «< 46 6.4 « 4#'6 
Excess Total Benefits over Costs . 


e 

se a e 
e ee 
e 
e 
e 


1/ Not current. See REMARKS 


2/ Monetary value presented in Authorizing Report but 
plan formulation benefit-cost studies. 
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6,387 ,cc0 
857 ,000 
876,000 - 
593,000 1/ 
100,000 1/ 

75,000 


$64 ,984 ,000 


$ 177,000 


Total 


$4,140,000 
457,500 
61,800 
188.700 
22,000 
8,306 


$h ,878 ,300 


$2,620,100 
1.86:1.00 
$+2 ,278 ,200 
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PROJECT FEATURES 


Ruin Monument 


Reservoirs McPhee Cahorié, “© Canyon Creek 
Capacity (acre-feet) 364 ,000 4,340 16,400 5,040 
Active ptepil 2500 4,000 12,000 2,700 
tnactive | 152,500 340 4,000 2,340 
Normal Water Surfdeé . 
(feet) 6,920 6,822 6,761 659270 
Surface Area (acres) 4, 320 225 395 _ 190 
Dam3g ; 4 ; 
Heignt (feet) : 268 ey 169 107 
Crest Length (feet) | 1,300 2,000 24350 5,000 
Crest Width (feet) 30 pkeered 30 30 30.ue 
Type Compacted Compacted Compatted Compacted 
aes. Earth = Earth Earth Earth 
oe ae) Initial 
. Léngth cape 
Canals mi): cfs) 
Dove Creek : : e679 520 
South 16083 ae Lh 
Hovenweep 5.0 90 
‘Cahone: : ' 8.9 15 
Gréat Cut 10.0 aU 
Laterals 140.9e: vary. 
Drains 28.0 vary 
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REMARKS 


Benefits and asdsoctated costs developed by ron-reclamation arencies 
which have not been reviewed or updated by the appropriate agency 
are listed as follows: 
1. Flood Control Berefits - $22,000 annually provided by Corps 
of Engineers Report, October 1961. 


2, Recreation Benefits - $189,700 annually provided by National 
Park Service Report, as revised October 1963. 


3. Fish and wildlife Benefits - $61,800 annually for all reservoirs, 
except Ground Hog ahd Narraguinnep,; as provided by U. S. Bureau 
of Sports Fisheries and Wildlife report supplement, May Wes, 
1963. A further supplemetit prepared December 13, 1968 recommends 
Totten Lake and Dawson Draw developments. These recommendations 
are not included in the summary sheets. 


| : 
4. Water Quality Benefits - $8,300 annually provided by the U. 5. 
Public Health Service November 9, 1962, letter supplement to 
their November 1961 report. 


2 


Refer to House Document No. 412, March .17, 1966, Dolores Project, 
Colorado. Project reformulation will require an updating of these values 
to reflect recent emphasis on environmental considerations. 
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tage ka BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 
cy 3,\% 
; DURANGO PROJECTS OFFICE-REGION 4 __,-- Gen ote 
IN REPLY P.O. BOX 640 Ly a |_| 
REFERTO: 700 DURANGO. COLORADO 81302 {|~ Matis i 
105. lege ee 
MAR 3u 1972 
To: ' Robert E. Anderson, District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box 1269 
Montrose, Colorado 81401 i 
From: Project Manager, Durango, Colorado 81301 
Subject: Meeting of Cooperating Agencies in Durango, Colorado on 
April 25-27, 1972 to Formulate Plans for Dolores Project 
s “This will confirm our recent telephone conversation with Brent 
a Jensen of your office in which we discussed the scheduling of 


the above meeting. Enclosed is 4 list of the offices from which 
we expect to have representation. 


We plan to take a full day's field trip on April 25 to inspect 
2 facility sites and reaches of the Dolores River involved in 
presently conceived alternate plans. We allotted the next two 
days to team analysis of these plans so that a tentative plan can 
_ be selected for final investigations before the meeting is adjourned. 


At as early a date as possible, we will send you maps and descriptions 
of our alternate plans, together with a more detailed agenda so that 
you will have an opportunity to give the material advance study. 
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AGENCIES REQUESTED TO PARTICIPATE 
PLAN FORMULATION MEETING OF DOLORES PROJECT 
Durango, Colorado, April 25-27,1972 


National Park Service 
Omaha, Nebraska 


Bureau of Sport Fisheries & Wildlife 
Salt Lake City, Utah 


Colorado Division of Game, Fish & Parks 
Denver, Colorado =: 
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Environmental Protection. Agency 


Denver, Colorado 


U. S. Corps of Engineers 
Sacramento, California 


Forest Service ; 
Durengo, Colorado oa 


Bureau of Outdoor Recreation 
Lakewood, Colorado 


Bureau of Land Management 


' Montrose, Colorado 
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Dp geEN UNITED STATES 
= Te DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ,..__, 
\ Acai: re BUREAU OF RECLAMATI z 
Cw s,\ 
; DURANGO PROJECTS OFFICE-REGION 4 
P.O. BOX 640 
REFER TO: 700 DURANGO, COLORADO 81302 Ret 
105. es 
APR 4.8 1972 
To: Robert E. Anderson, District Manager 
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box 1269, Montrose, Colo. 81401 
From: Project Manager, Durango, Colorado, 
Subject: Dolores Project Plan Formulation Meeting, April 25-27th, 
1972, Durango, Colorado 


Enclosed is additional information for your review prior to the 

April 25-27th Plan Formulation meeting. This data is a result of 

a reservoir inventory and study emphasizing storage possibilities off 
= » the main stream of the Dolores River. Two reservoir sites were 
a selected on the basis of least cost per acre-foot of storage. However, 
water supply studies show that runoff at the Belmear Site on Beaver 
Creek is sufficient to develop only a token amount of firm yield. 
The Plateau Creek Site would develop an incremental water supply 
that would provide fishery releases at McPhee Reservoir of 20 cfs 
from May 15 through October 31 and 10 cfs the remaining months. 


The information transmitted with this letter provides similar details 
as that sent previously on the Forks Reservoir Site. 


For further clarification and your evaluation, it should be noted that 
the Dolores Project was authorized under Public Law 485 which provides 
for section 8 and 5 funding instead of the more recent Public Law 
89-72 which requires cost-sharing. 


Interest rates applicable in our plan formulation evaluations are 
based on the prevailing rate when the project was authorized. For 
the Dolores: Project this is 3%, percent. 


\ iit : 
\ We are looking forward to meeting with your representative on April 25. 
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ALTERNATIVE PLANS DESCRIPTION 
PLAN III 


Offstream Site Alternatives - Several offstream reservoir sites empha= 
sizing a stream fishery development below McPhee dam were studied. The 
two most attractive in terms of cost per acre-foot of storage are the 
Belmear Site on Beaver Creek and Plateau Site #2 on Plateau Creek. 
However, after area-runoff studies were completed the inflow to the 
Belmear Site was found to be insufficient to develop a stream fisnery. 
A general map page 1 shows the approximate locations of both sites. 

A quadrangle map view of the Plateau Site is shown on page 2. wane 
water surface elevation illustrates the maximum storage capability at 
the site. An elevation versus area and capacity curve is shown on page 
3. To equally compare the addition of the Plateau Site with the Forks 
Site, a simulated water operation study including McPhee Reservoir was 
made. The estimated inflow into Plateau Creek is shown on page 4, 
The Plateau Creek reservoir site provides adequate control to develop 
‘a 20 and 10 cfs flow below McPhee. A profile sketch of pertinent 
elevations, areas and capacities is shown on page 5. Storage costs 

for developing the maximum possible fishery from the Plateau Site 

are summarized on page 6. Shortages for irrigation and the stream 


fishery below McPhee would be pro-rated equally. 


Apparent advantages of the Plateau site over the Fork site are: 
1. Smaller drainage area creates a less expensive spillway cost. 
2, No major relocations are required reducing storage costs. 
3. Damsite is topographically better and less expensive. 
4. No significant stream fishery would be inundated. 
5. A stream fishery could be developed in Plateau Creek. 


Apparent disadvantages: 

1. Significantly smaller inflow and reservoir site, thus 
minimizing potential development below McPhee. 

2. Limited purposes would restrict the joint sharing of cost 
among many purposes through allocation. 

3. Location would reduce public use. 

4, Would forego potential development of stream fishery between 
Forks and Dolores for public use. 


Other advantages and disadvantages: (list below and estimate monetary 
value if possible). ; 
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PLATEAU CREEK RESERVOIR SITE “2 


PLAN II] 
INACTIVE CAPACITY oy Use 
ACTIVE CAPACITY £9020 
TOTAL CAPACITY 527 ee 
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REPRESENTATIVE 


Ken .Krabbenhoft 


Clark D. Johnson 
Don Bartsch 


_ Don Smith 


Ivan Wescoatt 
Dick McDonald 
William C. Weiler 
Denis Nelson 


Lee McQuivey 


Rod Blacker 


Jess Smith 


Allan O'Neill - 
Roger Maxwell 


_ Bob Anderson 


a 


Brent Jensen 


Jerry. Kendrick 


Cliff Jex 


Paul Willmore 
David Nelson 


Ed Wiscombe 
Bob Tyner 
Ernie Gregg 
Don Clay 
Wayne Cook 
Glade Barney 


Walter Wilkine 


COOPERATING AGENCIES MEETING 
April 25, 1972 


AGENCY 


ene ee 


NPS = Omaha, Nebraska 


USBSFW - Salt Lake City, Utah 
USBSFW - Vernal, Utah 


GF&P 
GF&P_ 
GF&P 
GF&P 


Denver, Colorado 
Denver, Colorado 
Durango, Colorado 
Montrose, Colorado 


EPA = Denver, Colorado 


C of E - Salt Lake City, Utah 


USFS = Durango, Colorado 
USFS = Denver, Colorado 
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Lakewood, Colorado 


, Lakewood, Colorado 


Montrose, Colorado 
Montrose, Colorado 
Durango, Colorado 


SWWCB = Grand Junction, Colorado 


BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 


USBR 
USBR 


USBR 
USBR 
USBR 
USBR 
USBR 
USBR 


USBR 


PARTICIPANTS 


Salt Lake City, Utah 
Salt Lake City, Utah 


~ Durango, Colorado 


Durango, Colorado 


- Durango, Colorado 
~ Durango, Colorado 
- Durango, Colorado 
- Durango, Colorado 
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25-27 Aprilhy= # 


“Date initial 

DOLORES PROJECT /4 (£4 
Drip fod BOT Ue 

Planning Meeting £15 | LUG 
Summarization YK De Lz 


CSS LEE 
Seo ite. 
The goals for this meeting are shown in Appendix A. The authorized. 
Dolores Project plan was presented together with four alternative-|~j7% 
; ee 


plans designed by the Bureau of Reclamation to salvage somethingy/Z 
for the environment. The G. R. plans are summarized as follows: 


Authorized Plan - Reservoir Construction Only 


McPhee Reservoir ‘' 4320 surface acres = High water 
; 2070 surface acres = Minimum 

Cahone Reservoir: ' @25 surface acres = High water 
ei 37 surface acres = Minimum 

Ruin Canyon Raservoir 395 surface acres = High water 
163 surface acres = Minimum 

Monument Creek Res. 190 surface acres = High water 
| 101 surface acres = Minimum 


No stream releases for any purpose except for an 8 cfs release 
for downstream water rights below McPhee. 


Plan la. Add to the authorized plan 


Forks Reservoir 1260 surface acres - High water 
87,000 Acre Feet ~ Active Storage 
Release 50 and 35 cfs below McPhee for a fishery 
60 foot average fluctuation on Forks. 


Plan Ib. Add to the Authorized plan 


Forks Reservoir ~ 640 surface acres - High water 
32,000 Acre Feet ~~ Active Storage 
Release 2O and 10 cfs below McPhee for a fishery 
45 foot average fluctuation on Forks 


Plan II Add to the Authorized plan 


Forks Reservoir 2230 surface acres ~ High water 
. 213,500 Acre feet o Active storage 
Release 2O and 10 cfs below McPhee for a fishery 
54 foot average fluctuation on Forks 
Power Plant below Forks with an average release of 310 cfs 
.. for electricity for pumping at the Great Cut at McPhee. 
Stabilize McPhee - 10 foot fluctuation on the average. 


Plan III Add to the Authorized plan 


Plateau Creek Raservoir 913 surface acres = High water. 
29,000 Acre feet - Active storage 
Release ZO and 10 cfs below McPhee 
30 foot average fluctuation on Plateau 


The participants at the planning meeting were asked to give dollar 
estimates as to davelopmant and benefits as they related to fisheries, 
wildlife, recreation, flood control, and water qualitye ‘After a 
Qsnerel dinbussion of the ahtive Goud which saamad to Center around 
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Miaaning Meeting Summarizavion 
Gill Weiler 
rage zd 


white-water boating and maintaining the Dolores River as a part of 
the National Wild Rivers System, two groups were formea: fisheries 
and recreation. 


The dollar values that were given to each plan by the fisheries 


- group are shown in Appendix B. The recreation figures are not 


incluced except in the benefit/cost ratio and the net benefit. 

The general concensus of ‘the group was that none of the proposed 
Bureau of Reclamation plans would benefit the environment for the 
cost involved, although Plan III was favored over the others The 
Forks Reservoir site was completely apposed by everyone atosente 


Bach group was then asked to produce a plan that would meet our 


own specialized objectives. assuming the authorized asain will be 


funded. 


The alternative plans are as follows and would be added to the 
authorized plan: 


Plan I No change in the authorized plan 


Plan II Plateau Creek Reservoir Plan #2 (Recreation Group) 


1. Stabilize Groundhog - 5 out of 6 years it would remain fuli. 
2.4 Stabilize Totten Lake - Fishing and Waterfowl development. 
3. Construct Dawson Draw Reservoir for fish and wildlife. 
4. Construct Plateau Reservoir 
5. Forecast spills at McPhee Reservoir for a white-water 
boatery from McPhee to Bedrock (600- 1000 cfs release May and June 
6. Increase releases below McPhee 
a. Use Plateau Reservoir for an 11,000 acre foot release (20-10 
b. Force the project to sprinklers instead of open ditches 
thereby getting an additional 36,000 A.F. for release. 


Plan III a. Slickrock Dam and Reservoir (Fisheries Group) 


1. Stabilize Groundhog Reservoir (5 out of 6 years it will 
* ramain full.) 

Ze. Stabilize Narraguinnep Reservoir (same as above). 

3. Stabilize Totten Reservoir (same as above). 

4. Construct Dawson Draw Reservoir for fish and wildlife. 

5. Release 84,000 acra feet from McPhee for 45 mi, McPhee to 
Slickrock (150 and 80 cfs. for 6 months each) (2/3 of tha 
irrigated land would be taken out of the project). 

6. Construct Slickrock Dam - 3200 surface acres - High water. 

134,000 Acre feet - Total Capacity. 

7. Release 750 cfs from Slickrock Dam for a 45 day white-water 

boatery from Slickrock to Bedrock, approximately 47 miles. 


Plan IIIb. McPhee Fishery Plan (Fisheries Group). 


1. Same as Plan IIIa except eliminate Slickrock Dam. (No 
white-water boatery). > 
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Plea TIT b. (continued) 


ze Fishery release would be 150 and 80 cfs and would go from 
McPhee ‘to beyond Bedrock (90+ miles). 


Plan IV No development at all 


Expenses for the alternative plans will be sent to each agency for ° 
evaluation similar to the evaluations given the Bureau of Reclamation 
proposed planse These valuations are to be returned to them for 
selection of a recommended plan by June, 1972. The fishery data 


for Plan Illa. is summarized in Appendix C. 


GOAL 


PRSPARE PRELIMINARY PLAN FOR THES DOLORES PROVECT 


; OBJECTIVES: . ° 
Bia, 1. Develop environmental empnasis to ve added to a base MAT 


and irrigation plan. . 
a. Fishing below McPhee 


o. Water Quaist 


a c. Flood Consxvol ate \ 
. ‘ Ly » 
Ge Recreavion 
Feat .e.° Wildlize Aine 
2. Develop data for Environmental Statement. 
‘ { zi ) ‘ P 
a. Develop alternative plensfor consideration and evaluation 
ie ‘oe Develop ‘asic data fox recommended selected pian. 
\ 
\\ ~— fhe 4 « 


DOLGRES PROJECT 


: . Planning Meeting 
Hides fo at NY Sah as OF 


REFINED AUTHORIZED PLAN 
(No Stream Fishery Provided) 


Authorized benefit cost ratio 1.6831 
Net benefit = + $1,720,200 
FISHERY 
Non-Reclamation Senefits 

Developments’ ' Estimated Visitor Days : 
@® Cahone Reservoir 457008" $1750 $8 1,500 
@ Ruin Canyon Res. ° 105CG007 x22 1.50 15,000 
@ McPhee Reservoir 27,000 x- 1.50. 40,500 
Average Annual Benefits ae S 57,000 


Non-Development Benefits or Losses 
2000 man days lost @ McPhee 


WIiLOLIFE 


Non-Reclamatiion Costs ; WSs 


Total Development Costs --=- Gig Game Mitigation. $150,000 


Non-Reclamation Benefits 
Developments ) De gees 
Average Annual Benefits * ¢,100 
FLOCD CONTROL 
Non-Reclsemation GSencfits 


Developments 
@ McPhee Reservoir + § 41,000 


= 


1/ Dawson Draw & Totten Lake Developments Do Not Need Updating 
At This Tima. Thase Oavelopments Would Be The Same In All Plans. 
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x) | | PLAN i-A 


Forks Reservoir @ 90,000 A.F. Total 
Stream Fishery below McPhee 50-35 cfs 
Addition of this Plan to the Authorized Plan 


Benefit cost ratio < eet hp | 
Net benefit - $741,800 


FISHERY 
Non-Reclamation Costs 


Develonpments 


Q iy ea $ 

; erat Reservo Fishing Easement $1,000,000 Hatchery 

@ McPhee. Reservoir 

Between Reservoirs All stream easements 

Below McPhee Reservoir . (above & below) aot 1). 
Total Development Cost | $1,100,000 


Non-Reclamation Genefits 


Developments 
@ Forks Reservoir 4,000 fm w 200 Ac min. pool 6,000 


@ McPhee: Reservoir 27,000 fin 40,500 
Between Reservoirs 2,000 fm ©$3.00 w access 6,000 
. Geiouw McPhee Res. 5,000 fm @ 3.00 =>, 000 
ae Average Annual Senerits $ 67,500 


Non-De evelopment Benefits or Losses 


500/mi- 2,000 man days lost on stream @ Forks 
ZO0/mi.e %,0G0 man days lost on stream @ McPhee 


“ 1). Might be duplicated by Recreation Area - Fichirig Only 


WILDLIFE : 
Non-Reclamation Costs 
Developments . | 
@ Forks Meeervor. 1500 acres @ $4,000 $6,000,000 
hace Big Game Mitigation "150,060 
Total Development Cost ; $6,150,000 
Non-Reclamation Benefits 
\ Developments . 
e\ 7 Average Annual Denefits 3 ¢,100 


Non-Oevelopment Benrfits or Losses 
150 elk man days lost with Forks construction. 


- 


FLOOD CONTROL 


i e | Non-Reclamation Genefits : 
Davelopments 
WMc Phee Reservoir . os 34,00 
Below McPhee Resarvoir W000 


Averaga Annual Sanefits | 75,000 


All benefits to Forks Res. dependent on access. 
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> 3 | PLAN 1-8 


Forks Reservoir W 35,000 A.F. Total 
Stream Fishery Below McPhee zO & 10 cfs 


Addition of this Plan to the Authorized Plan 


Benefit Cost Ratio O0.1:1 
Net Benefit - $ 443,500 
FISHERY 
Non-Reclomatian Costs = 
Developments $ 1,000,000 Hatchery 
_ @McPhee Reservoir all stream easements | 80,000 - 
Total Development Cost $ 1,060,000 


All benefits tao-Forks EERE dependent on access. 
*“Non-Reclaimavtion Benefits 


Developments ; 
@ Forks Reservoir 3,000 fm. w 200 ac. min. pool, 500 
@ McPhee Reservoir 27,000 fm. 40, 500 
Between Reservoirs 2,000 fm. @ 3.00 6,000 
Below McPhee ies. 5,000 fm. @ 3.00 15,000 
Average Annual Benefit . $ 66,000 
9 ‘Non-Development ‘Genefits or Losses 
. 


500/mi. i,0G0 man days lost on stream @ Forks 
zOO/mi. 2, "000 man days lost on stream @ McPhee 


WILDLIFE 
-* Non-Reclamation Costs 
Developments 
@ Forks Reservoir 600 acres $4, OGG i $z,400,000. 
Below McPhee Reservoir 150,000 
Total Development Cost $2,550,000 
Non-Reclamation Senefits 
Developments 
Average Annual Benefit z,100 


. Non-Development Benefits or Losses 
3 75 elk man days lost with Forks Construction 


FLOOD CONTROL 
Non-Reclamation Benefits 


Developments 

Between Reservoirs $ 10,000 
an: ; 3 Below McPhee Reservoir 41,000 - 
i) Average Annual Genefit $ 51,000 
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> PLAN TI 
Forks Reservoir # 270,000 A.F. 
Stabilize McPhee NR 364,000 A.F. 
Forks Power Plant, ‘Vransmission Line and 
Great Cut Pumping Piant, Stream Fishery 
Below McPhee @ 20 & 10 cfs 


Addition of this Plan to the Authorized Plan 


Benefit Cost Ratio yee ip 
Net Genefit ~ § 1,056,100 
FISHERY 
Non-Reclamation Costs 
Developments ie 
@ Forks Reservoir $ 1,300,0G0 Hatchery 
Setween Reservoirs all stream easements 100.000 
Gelow McPhee Reservoir (above & below) ceo 
Total Oevelopment Cost $ 1,400,000 — 


All benefits to Forks Reservoir dependent on access. 
Non-Reclamation Gonefits 


Developments 
™ Forks Reservoir 20,000 fm i 900+ acres min. pool $ 30,000 
() McPhee Resexvoir 37,000 fm w 3700 acres min. pool 53,000 


3 Between Reservoirs 2,000 fm # $3.00 w access 6,000 
xr Below McPhee Reservoir 5,000 fm @ 3.00° 15,000 
Average Annual Benefits $104,000 
~ Non- -Development Benefits or Losses ; eee 
°  500/mi. 3,000msn days lost on stream @ Forks. ° 


200/mi. 2,000 man days lost on stream @ McPhee 


' WILOLIFE : 
pom neclana pion Costs 
Developments 
@ Forks Reservoir 2,500 @ $4,000/acre $10,000,000 
Below McPhee Reservoir “150,000 
Total Development Cost $10,150,000 
Non-Reclamation Generits 
Beiow McPhee Reservoir | : ‘ 2,100 
\ Non-Oevelopmnent Benefits or Losses | 
\ ee 
300 elk man days lost w Forks Construction. 
FLOOD CONTROL 
Non-Reclemation Benefits 
<) De velopments : 
AS . @ Forks Reservoir . $ 58,000 
@ McPhee Reservoir ; Si 090 
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PLAN ITI 


PLATEAU RESERVOIR WY 32,000 A.F. 
Stream Fishery Gelow McPhee 2O & 10 cfs 


Addition of this Plan «o the Authorized Plan 


% 


Benefit Cost Ratio | 0.19:1 
Net Benefit - § v00,700 
FISHERY 
Non-Rreclamation Costs A 
Developments $ 1,000,060 Hatchery 
Below McPhee Reservoir Fishing easements 50 , G00 
Total Development Cost * $ 1,050,000 
Non-Reclamatvian Benefits 
Developments | 
@ McPhee Reservoir .27,000 fm $40,560 
@ Plateau Cr. Reservoir 15 fm with 200 min ac ©1.50 4,500 
Below McPhee Reservoir 5,000 fm @ $3.00 15,000 
Average Annual Senefits $60,000. 
WILOLIFE 
Non-Reclamation Costs 
Developments ! $150,000 
_. Non-Reclamation Benefits 
Average Annual Benefits ¢,100 ° 
FLOOD CONTROL sant 
Non-Reclamation Benefits 
Below McPhee Reservoir ta $ 41,000° 
_* Average Annual Benefits $ 41,000 


SLICKROCK = Alternative Plan (IIIa) 
Fishery 


~ Non-Reclamation Costs 


Developments 
McPhee Reservoir as authorized 


(84,000 acre feat for release) 


150 for 6 mos. 
80 for 6 mos. 
Stabilize Groundhog 
Stabilize Narraguinnep 5 Gut of & years 
Slickrock Dam 
Easement acquisition 
Hatchery 
Totten Lake 
Dawson, Draw 


Non=-Reclamation Benefits 


Developments 
McPhee  * 27,000 fm. $1.50 per 
ental 11,000 fm @ 1.50 


Narraguinnep 

Slickrock Dam 1000 acta min pool = 20/acre 
River batwean 400 fm = 30 mi = 12,000 
McPhee & Stic} 100 fm - 15 mi = 2,000 
rock (45 miles) 

Dawson Lake 

Totten Lake 


a Slickrock Dam & Reservoir. 180' high 1,000' lang 


0 ‘ 
$13,624,000 
100,000 
1,000,000 
220,000 
280,000 


$ 40,500 
16,500 
30,000 
42,000 


64,600 
12,700_ 
$ 204,300 
1,500 cfs outlet 


134,200 acre feat 3,200 acres surface high water 


Wildlife 
Non=Reclamation Costs 


Developments’ 
Slickrock (3400 acres) habitat loss @ $100 
McPhee . Gig Game. mitigation 
Non=-Reclamation: Benefits 


Oavelopments 


$520,000 
| 150,000 
$ =: 1,000 
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MID-CONTINENT REGION ~ —— 
REC'D. WONT, 


MAILING ADDRESS: STREET LOCATIWAQES(M AUG 31972 DIST. » 
WW REPLY REFER TO: Post Office Box 25387 603 Miller Court {__ 


Chief Ad. 
Clerk 
» Clerk 


BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATIO 


United States Department of the 


Denver Federal Center Lakewood, Colorddo|__| Oelta wai asl 4 
D6427UCO Denver, Colorado 80225 Telephone 234-2534 Wilailt i 
Dolores ADS) 
Deadline 
Memorandum 
To: - Project Manager, Bureau of Reclamation, Durango Projects. 


Office, Durango, Colorado 


\G 
From: re Regional Director 


Subject: Recreation Evaluation of Alternative Plans for the 
Authorized Dolores Project 


As agreed to at the April 25-27. interagency meeting on the Dolores 
Project, we have prepared a recreation cost-benefit analysis of various 
alternatives to the authorized plan. These include some alternatives 
which were not discussed at the meeting. Consideration was given 
to disbenefits as far as they could be determined; however, Fish and.- ‘ 
Wildlife benefits and disbenefits were not included in our analysis’. j 
_ This data should be helpful in formulating a finalized plan for the 
Dolores and aid in preparation of the project environmental impact - 
.statement. 


ww 


Our figures do not tell the entire story since construction costs: 
for Plateau Reservoir and loss of benefits for irrigation are not. 


incorporated into our analysis. We hope that you will have no 
difficulty. in making these necessary adjustments. — 


. The alternatives evaluated are listed below: 
Alternative I - The construction of Plateau Reservoir in 
addition to McPhee to.augment late: summer flows on the ~ 


Dolores. (80-100. cfs): 


Recraation Land..and 


\ a Facility Cost Annual. OM&R Annual Benet Lts: 
\ » 

$896,000 .$56,000 $300,000 
. if Alternative II - The construction of Plateau Reservoir in 
= _ ‘addition to:McPhee to:augment boating days. (15 additional 
@ - days) >: nie 
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Recreation Land and ” i tien te 
Facility Cost Annual. OM&R Annual Benefits 


$385,000 $27,000 $372,000 


Alternative III - Two-thirds of irrigation dropped from McPhee 


. to. augment flows throughout the year 


Recreation Land and 


.* Facility Cost — Annual OM&R Annual Benefits 
$896,000  Ms56}000 * $325,000 


Alternative IV - Two-thirds of irrigation dropped from McPhee 


. to augment boating days (42. additional days) 


-Recreation.Land..and 


a Facility Cost °: ‘Annual OM&R Annual Benefits. 
$385,000 $27,000 $630,000 


‘Alternative V - Use of water saved from sprinkler system to: 


augment late summer flows (30,000 acre-feet) and construction 
of Plateau to augment boating days (15 additional days) 


Recreation Land:-and 


“4 Facility Cost ’ Annual OM&R Annual Benefits. 
$896,000 $56,000 ' $432,000 


Alternative VI - Use of water saved from sprinkler system 
and construction of Plateau to: augment boating days (30 
additional days) 


~- Recreation:-Land and 


oY Factlity: Cost Annual OM&R’ Annual Benefits. 
$385,000 ) $27,000 $500,000 


Alternative VII - Use of water saved from spr'nkler system 
. to augment late. summer flows (30,000 acre-feet). 


Recreation. Land and 


-*** "Facility; Cost»: « ‘Annual OM&R ‘Annual Benefits: 


"$896,000 $56,000. . - $300,000 
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Alternative VIII - Use of water saved from sprinkler system to 
augment boating days (15 additional days) 


Recreation -Land:.and fp Ntsacasaeeraririne See ewer ot kant 
‘'* ‘Facility Cost Annual OM&R ‘Annual Benefits. 


$385,000 . $27,000. . ~ $372,000 


Alternative IX - Wild and Scenic River (No project) 


Recreation Land and 


mo’ Facility Cost’: -- ‘Annual OM&R - - Annual ‘Benefits: ' 
) $385,000 527-000. $280,000... 


Alternative X - Wild and Scenic River (With: project) 


Recreation. Land..and 


Pacliitys; Coste. 5: ‘Annual OM&R ‘Annual Benefits. 
» $385,000 $27,000. - $220,000. 


Alternative XI -.Status quo 


‘Recreation -Land..and “cAeos deem boatose es ee oe : 
as ‘-Facility Cost ame, ~ Annual OM&R ‘Annual Benefits 


0 0. $115,000. . 


If there are any questions concerning this information, please let : 


Qi OGY) 


fo Harold R.. Green’ 


. ec: BOR, WASO, Resource Area Studies 
Vo National Park Service, Omaha 
‘ Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Division of River 
\ Basins Studies, Salt Lake City 
Bureau of Land Management, Montrose 
Colorado Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation 
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PAAIECT OPJECTIVES 
MUSICIPAL, RURAL & IDUSTRIAL MATER SUPPLY 
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INCREASE Ii! FISH &@ WILDLIFE HABITAT 
DEVELOPNENT OF A PREDICTABLE WHITE WATER BOATERY 
FLOOD COlTROL 


August 1972 


DOLORES PROJECT, COLORADO 


LOCATION: Dolores and Montezuma Counties in Southwestern 
Colorado of the Upper Colorado River Basin 


AUTHORIZATION: Construction, Operation and Maintenance of the 
Dolores Project Was Authorized as a Participating 
Project of the Colorado Storage Project. 


OBJECTIVES: 


The plan presented in the anthorizing report provided for 6,100 aric- 
feet of Municipal, Rural and Tnduutrint water for the conmunt bles tind 
vicinities near Cortez and Dove Creek, Colorado. Other immediate and 
future municipal and industrial water needs can be met by the project. 
Developnent of Indian resources, including agriculture, recreation, and 
fish and wildlife potentials is included. The project will diversify 
use of approximately 30,840 acres of presently dry farmed bean and wheat 
land into principally a livestock and livestock feed economy, including 
beef and dairy cattle products. Supplemental water will be provided 
28,660 acres of land presently experiencing an insufficient water supply. 


Facilities are planned for McPhce Reservoir and several smaller reser- 
voirs to provide a variety of recrcational opportunities. The small 
lakes formed within the agricultural areas will provide unique local 
water oriented recreation opportunities. Increased fish, wildlife and 
small game habitat will be provided by the construction of Dawson Draw 
and Totten Lake facilities. Stabilization of Narraguinnep and Ground 
Hog Reservoirs would also significantly improve wildlife habitat and 
natural fish propagation. 


Predictable white water boatery would allow a greater number of float 


boating participants through forecasted releases from McPhee Reservoir. 
Some flood control would also be provided by the project. 


DESCRIPTION: 


Primary regulation of Dolores River flows will be provided at the 
364,000 acre-foot McPhee Reservoir to be formed on the river at the 
eastern edge of the project area by McPhee Dam and Great Cut Dike. 
All project water, as well as existing nonproject supplies for the 
Montezuma Valley area, will be diverted from the reservoir at Great 
Cut Dike to the proposed Dove Creek Canal. 


' Major diversions from the Dove Creek Canal for the Montezuma Valley 


Irrigation Company lands and Towaoc (Indian) area will be made near 
the canal head to the Great Cut Canal and Narraguinnep Draw. In the 
Montezuma Valley area project and nonproject water for irrigation and 
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for municipal and industrial use in Cortez will be delivered by the 

Great Cut Canal and existing laterals. Water also will be conveyed 

by these works through the lontezuma Valley area to the head of the 

Towaoc area. Some existing conveyance works in the Montezuma Valley 
area will be replaced by the Dove Creek and Great Cut Canals. 


In the Dove Creek area the Dove Creek Canal and its major branch, the 
South Canal, will deliver water to project lands and to three regulating 
reservoirs. The Dove Creek Canal will provide water to the 4,340 acre- 
foot Cahone and the 5,040 acre-foot Monument Creek rezulating reservoirs. ° 
and water from these reservoirs will be distributed by Cahone Canal and 
Monument Creek lateral, respectively. The South Canal will provide 
water to the 16,400 acre-foot Ruin Canyon regulating, reservoir and 


water from this reservoir will be distributed by the Hovenweep Canal 


and Cross Canyon lateral. In addition, several smaller laterals and 
drains will be constructed on project lands in the Dove Creek area. 
Nunicipal water will be made available for Dove Creek at Monument Creek 
Reservoir. | 


ADHINISTRATION: 


The Dolores Water Conservancy District will be the main administrative 
and contracting agency for the Dolores Project. The Indians' interests — 
will be represented by the Ute Mountain Ute Indian Tribe. 


INVESTIGATIONS: 
In about 1914, local interests requested the Bureau of Reclamation 
study the potential development of the Dolores Project area and in- 
vestizations have been carried on intermittently since that time. 
The Bureau of Reclamation first reported on the Dolores Project ina 
report of March 1946 entitled The Colorado River, which inventoried 


‘all potential projects in the Colorado River Basin. In May 1954, a 


status report of the Dolores Project was published. The rough recon- 
naissance analysis made for this report showed that the project was 
economically justified and that further studies directed towards com- 
pletion of a feasibility report for submission to Congress were 
warranted. Feasibility investigations were resumed in July 1954, and 
completed in November 1963. 


The feasibility report of the Dolores Project was transmitted to the 
effected states of the Colorado River Pasin and to Federal arencies 

on October 8, 1964, for review as required by the Flood Control Act 

of 1944. Following receipt of comments, the Secretary of the Interior 
on September 22, 1965, transmitted the report to the President through 
the Bureaw of the Budget. On March 15, 1966, the Secretary of the 
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Interior transmitted the report to the House of Representatives with 
the recommendation that construction of the Dolores Project, Colorado, 
be authorized. 


JUSTIFICATION FOR INVESTIGATION 


Maintenance of present levels and future growth of the area's econony 

is dependent on agriculture, mineral and timber resources, and tourist 
trade or recreation. Increased production from the irrigable land area , 
is dependent upon a firm water supply. About 47 percent of the irrig- 
able area now has a partial water supply and the remaining area produces 
only a small part of its full potential. Development of other resources 
including gas, oil, coal, and timber also depends upon a firm supply of 
water being available. | 


‘The project is one of 25 potential, participating projects in the Upper 


Colorado River Basin that was given priority in the completion of plan- 
ning reports by the Colorado River Storage Project Act of April it, 
1956°(70' Stat.” 105). 


The construction, operation, and maintenance of the Dolores Project 
was authorized under Title V of Public Law 90-537, September 30, 1968 
as a participating project under the Colorado River Storage Project 
Act (70 Stat. 105; 43 U.S.C. 620). The Secretary was directed to pro- 
ceed as nearly as practicable with construction of the Dolores Project 
(and the four other Colorado projects) concurrently with the construction 
of the Central Arizona Project, to the end that such projects shall be 
completed not later than the date of first delivery of water from said 
Central Arizona Project: Provided, That an appropriate repayment con= 
tract for each said participating project shall have been executed as 
provided in section 4 of the Colorado River Storage Project Act (70 
Stat. 107) before construction shall start on that particular project. 


LOCAL SUPPORT 


State and local interests have actively supported development of the 
project. In 1956, local farmers and businessmen from Dove Creek, Cortez, 


. Mascos, and Dolores formed the Dolores River Project Association to 


e";imvalate interest in the project. They were also active in establishing 
t}.: Dolores Water Conservancy District in 1961 to serve as the project 
ocivistrative and contracting agency. The Southwestern Colorado Water 
Cunsorrvation District, an agency formed to promote water resources de- 
Volovreat in southwestern Colorado, has worked in support of the project 
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and the State of Colorado provided personnel to aid in the completion 

of the project studies. Formal expressions of support for the project 
have been made by the Ute Mountain Ute Indian Tribe, the Directors 

of the Montezuma Valley Irrigation Company, the Dolores Water Conservancy 
District, and the cities of Dove Creek and Cortez. The Bureau of Indian 
Affairs made contributions toward project investigations. 


ALTCRNATIVE CONSIDERATIONS & PLANS: 


Several alternative plans are currently being studied under 4 co-- 

operative effort by various local interests and State and Federal agencies. 
These include a detailed evaluation of sprinkler irsigation rothor 

than conventional open ditch irrigation. 


Additional development of Indian resources is being studied, including 
expansion of agricultural lands and development of a recreation and. 


fishing reservoir on Navajo Wash near Towaoc. Also included in these 


studies is the addition of 1,000 acre-feet of municipal, industrial 


_and domestic water to be delivered to Towaoc through project and non- 


project conveyance facilities. 


Under investigation is an expanded municipal and rural water system 

for the entire two county area of Dolores and Montezuma. A private 
consulting engineering firm is currently determining quantities and 
delivery points which will aid in sizing and locating project conveyance 
facilities. 


Several alternatives are being explored which would develop a fishing 
stream below McPhee. A small reservoir located on Plateau Creek could 
provide the additional storage needed for the late summer and winter 
releases below McPhee dam. 


Currently being evaluated by Federal and State interests is development 
of @ quality fishing stream and White Water Boatery below McPhee. 
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PROJECT ECONOMIC IMPACTS 


The economic impact from the Dolores Project will be the result of 
essentially two effects: (1) Construction of the project facilities 
to store and deliver project water; (2) Increased sales from crops 
and livestock and expanded business and employment resulting from use 
of project water. : 


Figure I illustrates what the economic impact will be from construction 
of project. . 


Figure II illustrates what 1,000 acres of irrigated land can do for the 


Ute Indians and the Montelores area. 


Cr) 


WHITE WATER BOATERY 


In June 1971 the Colorado White Water Association petitioned the Bureau 
of Land Management to study a 75-mile reach of the Dolores River below 
the proposed McPhee Dam to determine the justification of protecting 
the stream under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, P. L. 90-542. The 


_viver is already heavily depleted by existing diversions. Although 


the Dolores Project would further deplete annual runoff, it would be 
possible, through runoff forecasting and reservoir storage, to control 
the releases of surplus water as well as to provide nearly as many river 
boating days with the project as now occur without the project. 


Figures III and IV illustrate the variable flow conditions of the river 
at the McPhee damsite and also the number of boating days which would 
have occurred historically with and without the Dolores Project. 
SCHEDULE 


Figure V shows the current planning and construction schedule for the 
Dolores Project. 
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ECONOMIC IMPACT From CONSTRUCTION 


pecan OF THE DOLURES PROJECT 


TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $76,206,000 
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$1,439,000 


Materials 
$21,014,000 


9.484 


23.02% 


wUCRerCOBTS 
$18,003,000 


38.79% 


Labor 


3.32% 
Government 
$27,740,000 ae 


bé&kK Center 


$2,596,000 


Materials and Equipment ‘ . 
emeronl, 374,000 Will be spent in Colorado 


On Site Government and Contract Labor ¢ 
1. Payroll $27,740,000 
2. Take home pay $18,586,000 
3. ‘Yotal Household income $32,000,000 from Direct, 


Indirect and Induced Effects. 


“Other Costs 


Le $18,003,000 consists of Land and Rights of Way and 


Miscellaneous Expenses, much of this will be spen 


in local area. 
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| WHAT 1,000 ACRES 
§) OF IRRIGATED FARM LANP 
MEANS TO A COMMUNITY 


2. $194,552 gross form production 
of crops ond livestock products. 
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4. Secondory jobs to support 77 people. 
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THE EXPANDED SUSINESS AND EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNIEIES RESULTING FROM THE ABOVE 
IMPROVEMENTS CAUSE THESE TYPICAL EFFECTS 
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ERRATIC FLOWS OF THE 
DOLORES RIVER AT McPHEE 
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ADVANCE PLANING | 
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V REQUEST FOR CONSTRUCTION FUNDS 
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COSTS 


Project costs (Apr. 1972 


PROJECT STATISTICS 


Prices) 


McPhee Dam and Reservoir and Great Cut Dike. . 


Cahone Dam and Reservoir . 


_€ e948 


~ Ruin Canyon Dam and Reservoir . . 
~—~Monument Creek Dam and Reservoir 


Dove Creek Canal .. 
South Canal . ». + « « 
Hovenweep Canal .. . 
Cahone Canal . s « « 


Great Cut Canal... ° 


BAVCTALSY.. 2. « 
PLS west ee 

Operating and Resins 
Future year capacity 


e e e ° e © 
0 e ® ° ® 6 
° e ° ° ° ° 


e e e e @ e 


facilities: 


e e e e e ° 


Recreational development ... . 
Mitigation of big game losses . . 


Total Cost . 


Interest During Ponetruction . 


Total Investment 


~ Annual Equivalent Cost 


— ee 


Total ° e e-?@ ° e 


Average Annual Benefits 


PEPipaciOlies "ees 


Municipal and Industrial 


Fish and Wildlife 
Recreation’. ¢ « « 
Flood Control .. 
Water Quality .. 


Tot al o © 0 @ @ 


° e e e e e e e e e e 


BENEFIT-COST ANALYSIS (100-year period 


e 


° 
° e ° 
e ° 


' Average Annual Equivalent Costs . 


Benefit-Cost Ratio, . 


Excess Total Benefits Over Costs . 


4 


at 3% 


se es se e e e 
c ce e co . ce 
e e e s 7 e. 


Amortized Investment @3% Percent Interest 
Operation, NENT and Replacement Costs 
. (1969-1971 prices). 
Colorado River Storage Assigned Cost ...... 


percent 


interest ) 


August 1972 


e e e e 


$33,815 ,000 
1,748,000 
5 5276 ,000 
3,481 ,000 
12,947,000 


882,000 
972,000 
463,000 


2,003,000 
6,657 ,000 


937 ,000 
954,000 
TT ,000 


7,640,000 
154,000 


$78 ,206 ,000 
5,083,000 


$83,289 ,000 


§ 2,823,500 


231,000 


174,600 
$ 3,229,100 


$ 4,140,000 


457,500 
61,800 
538,300 
22,000 
8,300 


$ 5,227,900 


$ 3,229,100 
1.62:1.00 
$ 1,998,800 
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August 1972 


MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL WATER (acre-feet) 


Cortez Supply . 4 900 


Dove Creek Supply ..« «- «+ + «+ «© © © © «© © © @ * 1,200 ‘ 


e e eo: eo ° e ° e e e e e e e e e 


Totals cree eREMONMMs 6 6 Aiigive fo. sire hehe 6,100 
' M&I Stream Depletion. . .:. «+ + » ee» © + © @ » 3,700 
IRRIGATION: 
Project Water Supply ‘(acre-feet). Se A eo Gere : 
Irrigation Stream Depletion. ....+. - a? - 83,600 
5 Service area (acres) 
ne RieGervicete ie asskcieceks tee crevice salen o), 32,340 


Supplemental Service. . . «+ » «© » « «© « » 


»__28,660 


otal een ae te nee sony fi eee 4 61,000 


RECREATION: 


RESERVOIRS. 


ee ee a ee rete ee oon -~-« 


Monument 


Ruin 
Normal High Water McPhee Canyon Cahone Creek _ 
Surface Area (acres) L320 395 2c5 190 
Elevation (feet) 6 920 6,761 6 ,823 6,727 
Minimum Water , 
Surface Area (acres) 2,070 163 37 101 
Elevation (feet) 6,855 6,717 6,790 6,708 
Average Low Pool (May-Sept) ; 
Surface Area (acres 3,520 310 100 140 
Elevation (feet) 6,894 6,747 6,803 6,718 
Estimated Annual Visitors 109,400 10,000 11,000 9,000 
Recreational Value $538,400 $10,700 $10,450 $10,080 
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PROJECT FEATURES 


n° Reservoirs 
wr 
~ Capacity (acre-feet ) 
1% Active 
Inactive 
Normal Water Surface 


(feet) 
Surface Area (acres) 


Dams 
: Heicht (feet) 
Crest Length (feet) 
Crest Width (feet) 
Type 


Canals 


; 
4 j 


' Dove Creek 
South 
Hovenweep 
Cahone 
. Great Cut 
Laterals 
Drains 


August 1972 
Ruin Monument 
McPhee Cahone Canyon Creek 
364 ,000 4 340 16,400 5,040 
211,500 4,000 12,000 2,700 
152,500 340 4,000 2,340 
6,920 6,822 6,761 6,727 
4,320 225 395 190 
obo Mee. 875 169 107 
1,300 2,000" 2,350 5,000 
30 30 30 30 
Compacted Sompactcd Compacted Compacted 
Earth , Earth Earth Earth 
Length Initial 
(mi ) Capacity 
67.9 520 
Lore 140 
9.0 90 - 
8.9 126 
LO70 am 230 
140.9 vary 
28.0 vary 


Doe ~ 
| 
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flow=-1959 


Sad 
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HYDROLOGY (Dolores River at McPhee Damsite) 
Ps Drainage area (sq.mi.) 827 
ma i Estimated virgin flow (ac.ft.) 
=f Average annual flow--1935-70 350,000 
7 Maximum flow--1941 793,000 . 
* Minimum flow--1959 121 ,300 
Estimated historical flow (ac.ft.) 
: Average annual flow--1925-70 246,100 
\\ Maximum flow--1941 681 ,800 
Cast Minimum 33,200 
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d / hiv) PESOLUTTOUS - SAU HIGUEL WOOLGROWERS 
MAR DAIZ the Santidiquel Uoolgrowers feel that predator control 
eet hha ¥C Py ye Cessary for good range management and to have 
Breet oto ofl and f}ocks; and whereas, we realize tnat pressure groups 
‘ ces t of ng 
Feansycdotl AED Leake 


‘at cf -prpgram and documented losses are needed to justify 

> Ut recommended by the San Wiguel Woolgrowers that 
the loss\+¢port formy should be simple and not be pinpointed to section, 
etc. -just drainages’ or allotment names or numbers. 


No. 2 Whereas, it has been shown that grazing fees on Federal Range have 
been shown to be comparable to private range; therefore, be it resolved 
that the San liguel Woolgrowers Association oppose any increase in grazing 
fees on Federal Range. Be it further resolved that copies be sent to the 
entire Congressional delegation. 


eno 3 Whereas, the San Miguel Woolgrowers Association continues to en- 
dorse the principle of the multiple use concept; therefore, ve it resolved 
that the San Wiguel Woolgrowers oppose establishment or expansion of tracts 
of land for exclusive use such as wild rivers, wilderness areas, and wild- » 
life refuges. . 


> 


No. 4 Whereas, so many fibers and foods are being made as imitations; ‘ 


therefore, be it resolved by the San Miguel Woolgrowers Association that 
strict labeling, stating contents and country of origin for food and fiber 

qyouusts should be made. 

qn 

wh. 5 Whereas, the San Miguel Woolgrowers Association endorses the prin- 
Cipal of a sound wildlife management program which maintains the ecological 
balance of nature; and whereas, continuous restriction of predator control 
programs will upset the ecological balance; therefore, be it resolved by 
the San iiguel Woolgrowers Association that restriction of the predator 
control programs be discontinued for the benefit of not only livestock but 


sportsmen and nature lovers alike. 


No. 6 Whereas, there is under consideration a regulation to charge a 
Right-of-Way fee for ditches conveying water, which has been constructed 

on public lands; and whereas, most of these ditches were granted right-of- 
way by the administrators of public lands; and therefore, be it resolved 
that the San HWiguel Woolgrowers Association be opposed to such a ditch 
Right-of-Way fee on public lands; and be it further resolved, that a copy 
of this resolution be mailed to the Administrative offices of the Forest 
Service and Bureau of Land Management in Colorado and the Colorado Congress 
ional delegation. 


NOS Whereas, many livestock users of public lands have built and are 
building fences, stock ponds and other valuable conservation improvements 
on public lands; and whereas, these improvements represent considerable 
financial and labor investment; and whereas, a few agencies of government, 
notably the Defense Department, do make compensatory payments for a reason- 
qm™mpie value for the loss of the use of such lands when tnese lands are re- 
wetlassified and transferred to the singular use of tinese agencies; be it F 
Pere fore resolved that whenever any public lands which have nistorically 
“and habitually been used for agricultural and livestock production, and 
which constitutes a part of ‘tne users year around agricultural and live- 
stock operations,are reclassified and the use thereof transferred to any 
Federal, State, County, or City agency, the legal user or permittee shall 
be compensated for the reasonable value of improvements thereon, — 
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Member: INTERNATIONAL CANOE FEDERATION @ AMATEUR ATHLETIC UNION Treasurer 
THE UNITED STATES OLYMPIC ASSOCIATION SAD Re bite 
Cooperating with: CANADIAN CANOE ASSOCIATION @ AMERICAN RED CROSS Glendale, Rhode Island 02826 


BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA e GIRL SCOUTS, INC. 


— Secretary 
\TIONAL CAMP ; May 28, 1971 DORIS C. COUSINS 
th aaag . New Haven, Conn, 06513 


nenoque, Ont., Canada 


Mr. Kk. I. Rowland 

‘Colorado State Director 

Bureau of Land Management 

14023 Federal Building 

1961 Stout Street. ie ; 
Denver, Colorado 80202 het & 


Dear Mr. Rowland: 


There is a rapidly growing group of Americans that 
treasures the few remaining rivers unspoiled by hee 
the intrusion of civilization. It is extremely 
important to this group that the unspoiled state 

of these rivers be preserved. 


: The American Canoe Association strongly endorses | 
eee iti! the current campaign to classify the Dolores River 
Jt ae pa ag a wild river from Cahone to Bedrock under the pueaey 
Ate ie ceonaL Wild Rivers Act. . 


' Very truly yours, 
AMERICAN CANOE ASSOCIATION... 
ertionas H. Cooper Tae 


Commodore 


| THC: jp BE ; ga aye 

CC: Brent Jensen bee @ Take we Car: F 
Bureau of Land Management...) i 
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Dolores 


The 93-mile-long Dolores 
ESer Canyon will be up for 
suty as a prime recreation 
“cea by the Bureau of Land 
Banasement (BLM) if the re- 
gommendations of the San Mi- 
geet County Planning Commit- 
tee are followed. 

Bill Reynolds and Brent Jen- 
gen of the Montrose office of 
BL outlined the prospects for 
recreation on a section of the 
river ata meeting of the Plan- 
ging Commission last week in 
Sorwood. BLM is in the pro- 
eess of developing a land use 
pian for 455,000 acres of public 
lacd in the west end of Dolores, 
San Miguel and Montrose coun- 
ties, Reynolds and Jensen 
were getting comments on the 
various aspects of the plan from 
the Planning Commission, 

In addition to questions on the 
Dolores Canyon, the BLM of- 


@clals also asked opinions on 
tese matters: 
- Should power site with- 
«als on the San Miguel River 
de Lifted? Back in the 1920’s 
t# Eureau of Reclamation re- 
gested that certain lands along 
se river te withdrawn for study 
as possible sites for power 
toms, These withdrawals have 
sezer been cancelled. (Plan- 


ning Commission enibers Te- 
commended that the withdraw- 
4ls not be lifted untila thorough 
study {s made of each site), 

@ Should pinon-juniper chain- 
ing be continued on public lands? 
This is a method of clearing 
fublic lands in the westby pull- 
ing a ships anchor through pin- 
on-juniper forests, uprooting 
he trees and piling them in 
windrows. The land is then 
seeded to grass and forage, 

Jensen said that the carry- 
ing capacity of lands in this 
area {s increased by the pro- 
cess from zero to about one 
animal for each five acres for 
one month each year. The prac- 
tice {sa controversial one, how- 
ever, Environmentalists and 
some wildlife organizations say 
that the increase in forage is 


offset by damage to the appear= 
ance of the land, Increased ero- 


sion, and an upsetin the balance 
of nature, (Planning Commis- 
sion members recommended 
that the chaining practice be 
continued), 

- Should Atomic Energy Com- 
mission withdrawals of uran- 
ium lands be released? This 
question has been argued for 
years in the Uravan Mineral 
Belt and positions have been 


pretty well clarified, It Eee 


generally agreed that the 


‘federal lands should be opened 


to leasing, but the controversy 
comes about over the manner 
of leasing. Small independent 
miners are afraid that if cer- 


tain protections are not built - 


into the program the large mill- 
ing companies will gobble up 
all the leases, ( The Planning 
Commission recommended that 
the land be leased, but the man- 
ner must still be determined.) 

- Should BLM undertake to 
protect historic sites in the 
area, such as Indian writings 
and ruins? (The Planning Com- 
mission agreed, but suggested 
that at this time it might be best 
not to publicize the locations of 
these sites until some group is 


prepared to give them Sh 


protection), 

- Shoulda scattering of school 
sections in the area be grouped 
together, by land exchanges, in 
order that they might be better 
administered? (Be careful 
about carrying out such ex- 
changes said the Planning Com- 


mission, since many ranchers 


use the school lands as base 
areas for ranches.) 

The discussion of the Dolores 
River Canyon revolved around 


_recreational stream, 


a Bropdeat to Beeienaie that 
section .of the river as either 
a Wild Rivér, Scenic River, or 
Jensen 
pointed out that the Dolores 


River Canyon is the last re- 
maining ‘‘desert river’’ in the 


country now that Glen Canyon 
has been flooded by the Glen 
Canyon dam on the Colorado 
River insoutheastern Utah, The 
nation’s ‘‘river rats’’ would like 
to see the Dolores set aside 
as the last one of its kind, How=- 
ever, Jensen reminded the 
planning commissionthat 
the Dolores Project, authoriz- 
ed by Congress and now inthe 
planning stages, would tame the 
river toa point where it would 


not qualify as a WildRiver, It. 


not qualify as a Wild River, 
It would still qualify as a 


_ Scenic River, he said, or cer- 


tainly as a recreational stream, 
the lowest classification for a 
river insofar as a tourist {fs 
concerned. (The Planning Com- 
mission recommended _ that 
BLM carry outa study leading 
to 3 designation as either a 
Scenic River or recreational 
stream.) 

The commission also agreed 
that the Escalante Trail should 
be marked as it traverses the 


. 
‘ 


s ‘Scenic River" ‘Recommes nod 


“West End, This {is the trail 
Yollowed by the two Spanish 
priests, Dominguez and Esca- 
lante, as they explored the Four 
Corners EOUnEEY, in the hate 
1776, 

The Montrose office of the 
BLM Is now conducting a study 
of public lands in the San Miguel 
Basin which would lead to a 
master plan for the whole basin 
within about two years, Some 
of the public lands comeas close 
to Telluride as the foot of Key- 


- stone HUL 


Members of the San Miguel 
County Planning 
were 
Marion Zadra, chairman, Rich- 
ard Stevens, secretary, Harvey 
Young, and Glen Ruffe, Vice 
chairman Francis Vela was 
absent on a trip to California, 
Also attending the meeting were 
County Commiss{foner Dwight 
Oliver, sitting in exofficlo; Roy 
Anderson, a member of the 


* Telluride Planning Commlis- 
sion; and County Asent Bill Ral- 
ey. 


Commission memters brief- 
ly discussed the adoption af the 
master plan and corr. ponding 
zonins for the land west oftown 
owned by Id¢arado Mining Co., 
but no action was taken, 


. 


Commission - 
_attending the meeting 
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*. . ed and a possible cooperative 


"Land Classification Committee 
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A study of the Dolores River 
for possible inclusion in the 
nation’s Wild and Scenic Riv-. 


wi. ers system was recommended 


' by the Montrose County Public 


* here last night. 
The committee met to discuss 


| planning problems in the west 


end of the county with Brent 


~*Jensen, BLM’s San Miguel Area 


Manager. 

Marking of the route travel- 
led by the Dominquez- Escalante 
expedition in 1776 was approv- 


; 


State Historical Society- Bur- 
‘eau of Land Management effort 


- ¥° to monument some of the fea- 


tures of the route was suggest. 


ri ae ed. 


Archeological sites along the 


. i.» Dolores River should be identi-} 


°° *. fied and marked, anda long-range 
‘inventory made of archeologi- 
... eal sites, the committee said.-.- 


‘Chaining of pinyon- jumiper 
elsewhere in the county should 
continue where needed, but un- 
der careful restriction, the 


ue ‘.+ committee indicated. 


eel 


ou es 


Chaining should be in irregul- © 


‘ag patteros away from roads, . 
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q 


draws and canyon rims, andeach 
proposed chaining project re- 
viewed by interested citizens, 
the committee stated. 


They favored review of power: ° 


site withdrawals to determine 


if the withdrawals are still necd- 


ed, They suggested that propos- 
ed uranium lease areas be mined 


with a minimum of surface dis- © 


turbance and with rehabilitation 


of the surface after mining. 
The study of the wild or scenic: 
qualities’ of the Dolores River, 


would cover the area from Bed- 


‘rock in Paradox Valley south to 


near the site of proposed McPhee 
Dam below Dolores, Different 
classifications could be applied 
to different stretches of the river 
depending onfeatures and the lack 
or presence of development. 

The committee, chaired by Ed 
Hofmann, was appointed by the 
Montrose County Board of Com- 
missioners in 1966 to guide land 
classification and planning ef- 


forts on public domain land-in . 


the County. 
The next meeting with no date 


“set, is expected to update earlier 


—> 
' 


planning efforts along the Gunnie ~ ; 


son Gorge east of town. 
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UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION 


MINING AND METALS DIVISION 
P.O, BOX 1049, GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 61501 


|. June 9, 1971, Te pte: 


Mr. Robert E. Anderson . oe a sea 0 1971 "“a°MT, 


United States Department of the Interior a 
Bureau of Land Management wg Dette + ets ; 
P. 0. Box 1269 raas ee eisite 


‘Montrose, Colorado 81401 


we ‘Dear Mr... Anderson: 


-®? ¢ 6c f4e 8 eee tte rege 


_‘Thie is in reply to your letter of May 21, 1971 concerning land use > proposals. 
| an aa 1: = Proposed Special Area #1 - Dolores Recreation River Pon 


~egee 


j 8 me would participate in an on-the-ground review. - 


, ®) leo” We have data on the canyon and its resources which should be 
ee Ree considered. . 


ee A statement concerning the query is in the process of preparation Pion 
|... but is not yet finished. It will be submitted in the next few days: et 


: a ee isieeeetions on a feasibility study would be better formulated after. is te 
jy. the on-the-ground review. ' ; 


tt ge-4 


Proposed Special Area #2 - Anasazi Aveheoio gents area! 
see We prefer alternate No. l. 
ee tart - ‘The alternate No. 1 seems to us to be the best mathod of protecting 
“A waluable sites while permitting multiple use for the ee good 
‘. for the greatest number of the public. : 


Fyshae We have no data on the area. 


He “ie 1 in No further statement will be made at this time but might a forth= 
| ! coming after we participate in an on-the-ground review. 
: ; - 3 = Proposed Special Area #3 - Weber-Menefee Mountains Primitive Area 
€; “ty pe We would participate in an on-the-ground review. 3 
Oo ee fe ' We have no data‘on resources on the area. a es 
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Ken Monroe, Mgt. 


Petroleum Club Building 


VY Pocky, Mountain Ol and Gas Llssociation \ rans 


June 9, 1971 Denver, Colorado 60204 
Mr. Ken Monroe ‘ 
“Rocky Mountain Oil and Gas Association . " 
940 Petroleum Club Building — : | 
Denver, Colorado 80202 - 


~ Dear Ken: 


I have reviewed the five proposals for nine public domain planning units. 


Proposals 1, 2 and 3 concern areas where there has been exploration for 
oil and gas in the past and some production. These areas have potential 
for future exploration for oil and gas. This is generally recognized in the 
material submitted. Proposals 4 and 5 concern areas where there has been 
little exploration for oil and gas. This is not to say that they are value- 


‘. less for such exploration. 


The proposals cover from 21,000 to. 158,000 acres with no acreage stated 


. for some. 


’ The areas under consideration have numerous Indian ruins which are of 


archaeological value. The area is an historic one and has great potential 
for recreation. I am not convinced, however, that these values cannot be 
protected by lease stipulations. Il believe mineral leasing should be 
barred, not from general areas, but from specific sites and that these 
should be relatively small, covering only the specific ruin, for example. 

I see no reason why oil and gas exploration activities cannot be conducted 


oR with either a minimum or no harm to the environment with proper planning, 
. *, but I believe this should be the answer given as our reaction to the pro- 
“so? posals. 


- The oil and gas industry has demonstrated that it can carry on exploration 


in highly urban areas and it certainly should be able to explore in the 


'aroas tho subjoct of thoso proposals. 


In addition, we should be represented in any public reviews and should 


-' participate in exercising our responsibility for supplying the nation's 


energy. I'll help. °. ; 


Sos Very truly yours, 


T. Re Ashmore: | 
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. » June 10, 1971 ite 2 hee 


Mr. Robert E, Anderson, District Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
woe Box 1269 
' . ° Montrose, Colorado 81401 


Dear Bob: 


r 9. Looks like I won't get to Montrose soon after all, so I will 
aera give you my comments on the five land use proposals in writing. 
...*.: I look forward to getting into the office this summer and 

-s' learning more about all of the areas. 


ert sia The Wilderness Workshop definitely supports land use studies 
~ oe for each of the five areas under consideration. We are 4 
especially interested in numbers one through four, 


‘We would like very much to participate in on the ground 
.Surveys of these areas and will welcome any other opportunities 
to become better acquainted with the resources and problems 
involved, Please let me know when you make plans for field 


Es trips or public briefings. 7 

a 2. I am afraid that at this point I do not have much specific 

~~ iste! information on any of the areas. A number of, our cooperators 
cutyi0, are working on a couple of these areas and I am trying to get 


“3, 2™s, from them what information they may have. 
se Ae ea know the Dolores River is becoming very popular with wild. 

Jo. * wiver boaters. Quite a few people from this area go all the’ 

wget, way down there every year. I imagine the BLM is in contact 
.,... With the Colorado White Water Association, but, if not, I REGU ae 
# “suggest contacting Dr. Henry Toll, Jr., 750 Vine Street, ose 
- eea.04° Denver, Colorado 80206. We have long supported a wild river 

eft designation for the Dolores, 


‘The Workshop has little knowledge of the area which is proposed 
‘aS an archeological area, With the rapidly growing demands  .*..., 
Fa .. placed on Mesa Verde, it would seem that an area which could °°. eae 
““¢"< handle some.of the visitor load in this area would be highly — = 
coat. desirable.” We feel that alternative #2 is probably the best 
id, 3 ERT dd sete Re! iy Regt + mews 
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/ — Wilderness Work shop 


Robert E, Anderson 
June 10, 1971 
Bi Page Two 


I do not know anything about the Webew=-Menefce Mountains arca 
heat By either. I know a few people down that way who should be able 
to provide some input. 


The Little Dominguez is an ecological type that we would ° 
~* ' \ peally like to see given Primitive Area protection, We have ~~ 
"Dominguez Creek de facto area" on our inventory map, but it 
- appears that the Little Dominguez is the true wilderness in 
_the region. We will do everything we can to help with this, 
We would also be glad to do what we can to help on the 
Dominguez Reservoir Scenic Buffer. . 


yo en : 
+’ I realize this doesn't do much for you but I will do my | 


-! best to round up more specifics. 


_* .2.:. Thanks for the opportunity to comment on these 2 proposals. Berry Ray oe oF 
J.) I hope to see you this summer. El htt | 
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P.O. Box 67 t 
MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK’ fat 


Cis7, 


COLORADO 61330 ; ? 
pone! elt 8. 
12 JineLore. ie a 
Gi 
Mr. Robert E. A  nderson 
Bureau of Land Management 


P.O. Box 1269 
Montrose, Colorado 81401 


- Dear Mr, Anderson? 


+o ere 


I am in receipt of the proposals for special land use in southwestern Colorado 
and have the following observations: 


1. Delores Recreation River---It is a fine idea to segregate the Delores River 
canyon from mineral entry. The area in question should be inventories for 
prehistoric and historic sites, The most feasiable action should be taken, 


whether it be on the Secretarial or Congressional level. We will be glad to 


assist in archaeological inventory of the area, but do not have any information 
which is pertinent at the present time. 


9, Anasazi Archaeological Area---Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 are all perhaps 


feasible. The best is probably the alternative which could be obtained the 

quickest. A ctually, I endorse ALL the alternatives. We DO have data on the 
area and trust that the yearly inventory reports we have submitted are useful. 
A lso, the five-year summary prepared by Daniel W. Martin should be useful in 


“o:. this area. We would take part in further evaluation or on-the-ground inspections 


Weber-Menefee Mountains Primitive A rea---A primitive area here is much better 
then the one discussed within Mesa Verde National Park. Our 1970 archaeological 
survey report indicates that there is little archaeological material in this 
area 


lh. Little Dominquez Roadless-Primitive Area---The area should be inventoried 


for prehistoric and historic site locations, We would participate in this 


project. 


‘6, Dominquez Reservoir Scenic Buffer---If this project becomes imminent, we 
“would also participate in determining the archaeological potential of the area. — 


“I am very glad to learn of the interest by the BLM in protecting the areas 
* designated in these proposals, Perhaps we can speak further about them at 


Bes the interagonoy meeting which I. understand is soheduled for 30 July. 


“... » Sincerely yours, < Beta ae a Set So hah 


YabG Lee ke en nee 
David A . Breternitz - | Mai Mos aerate Qantas 
Director, Mesa Verde Research Center THEN ae ae tale tac? oy. 
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June 14, 1971 


piste Mar, K 
OMe Aa. Chet CP 
| | on eae 
Oe Mr. Robert E. Anderson ; REC'D. ) : 
‘ae aes District Manager Usp1-BLM 
.c""* — Bureau of Land Management Be 
PN ByO, Box 1269 ee 
‘":. Montrose, Colorado 81401 * 
aes tas . Dear Bob: 


ie . The Wilderness Society appreciates the opportunity to take part in the - ae} 


land-use planning as proposed in your letter of May 21, 1971. ea 


ie en nee” 
In rahe to your questions concerning the proposed: special management... 


we 


ek Se a 1.* The Wilderness Society will be happy to perricipate inan eh i: 
_ on-the-ground review of this area. . Bg perry aye 
. Data on the canyon and its resources are being compiled by - x r by 
” The Wilderness Society and will be made available to the ; : 
‘ Bureau of Land Management. ; tetas? tg 


~The Wilderness Society encourages the concept of a Dolores 

’ Recreation River and urges that the study include at least the 
“».: voadless areas downstream to the junction of the Dolores and ~— =: 
Wo Colorado Rivers. a eee 


he The Bureau of Outdoor Recreation has produced some excellent * 
feasibility studies that we feel are first-rate models. ‘ oe 


“I. Anasazi Archeological Area 
\ PE ye) Ri ‘ ‘ 
Mag Sek aeib i 4) The Wilderness Society prefers, as a final solution, Alternate 


\ 


ye: : Boe ma No. 1. However, as an interim solution more quickly achieved, 
ye ites; Alternate No. 2 is highly recommended. Alternate No. 3 would 
Pett) sy perhaps give more certain protection, but to a smaller area,- 
ete no doubt, and at a much. later. time. “ sites Sh! need =... 
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| Mr. Robert E, Anderson June 14, 1971 tie, 
2 SAX Page Three ‘lah 
Data on the area and its resources are being compiled by The sce 
8 Ae: “> Wilderness Society and will be made available-to the Bureau of ae 
‘yee’ Land Management, eats 
P WAX! ait ‘ ’ wi, 
wah si eel 
‘, -3e. The Wilderness Society supports the concept of a Little Dominquez '' : “.”. 
, ms Primitive Area, and urges that the study include the area to the bd a a 
“ieiy os north as far as Colorado State Highway l41, oy) brig eed. 
4, Please see the answer to Item 3 above, . oe tealy 
ee. | A eae 
vw #“'Ve. Dominquez Reservoir-Scenic Buffer st ay crite 
eehye 4 ae ° A 8 es "« 
ESAS TB , The Wilderness Society will be happy to assist in on-the-ground "). *.. ’ 
eo Peart * review of the area adjacent to the proposed Little Dominquez . © = !0000. 
‘wan’ Yt \ Primitive Area, | wed 
mee ah os 
ee @. Indications are that this review should follow the reviews of the Peer 
wh proposed Special Areas 1-4 which are much more important and Lapeer a 
ya in immediate need of increased protection, boots, 
Masel x “. ¢ are ews 
afd In summary, The Wilderness Society is highly pleased that the Bureau Of est 
ex * Land Management is taking steps to bring about proper consideration (tet 
4 and protection for these unique and important recreational, scenic, ete EN Ee 
w:i) 8¢ientific, educational, archeological, and wilderness resources in (0.02004 
“Sis, Colorado. orl 
ae a ane 
ois The many thousands of our members and cooperators in Colorado pase eee. 
‘sux, strongly support the Bureau of Land Ma 
«ht We urge that these project studie 
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CORTEZ SENTINEL 
Monday June 14, 1971 , 
Cortez, Colorado 81321 


A proposal to have part of Marking of the route travel- chaining 
the Dolores River designated ed by the Do 
as part of the nation’s Wildand | lante expe 


of — pinon-juniper 
minquez-Esca- stands, being continued where 


dition in 1776, which needed, but under careful re- 
Scenic River systom has been | included the Section of the Do~ stricting, It should be {n ire 


Tecommonded by the Montrose | lores River, was approvedand regular patterns away from 
: County Public Land Classifica- 4 possible cooperative State roads, draws and canyon rims, ; 
{ tlon Committee, . Historical Socicty-BLM offort and cach proposed chaining pro- f 
" According to the Montroso|t® monument some of the fea-| ject reviewed by interestedciti-; 
Datly Press, a study is being|tUres of the route was suggests zens, 
‘Suggested to include the Dolores | 4: Committee members favored e: 
* Archeological sites along the review of power site withdraw- ste 
River from the area at Bedrock Dolore i 

S River should - i@ With- 
feaathainarstoe? Vatievacouth beidenti- als to determine if the with 


ified and marked, anda longs! d. They 
to near the site of the proposedi 4 drawals are still needed, They 
range inventory make ofarche- suggested that proposed ura-: 


| 
ee ee ee ee Cr polores,; ological sites, the committee nium lease areas be mined with. 


«, The Montrose committee was 


tv suggested, . - : wa © ig 
; a minimum of surface disturb 
“"trecting to discuss planning _ Control should : "be tight 2 ance and with rehabilitation of’ 
problems in the west end of y : it the surface after mining, . 


the county with Brent Jensen, : ee fy ei Ae Vee ay“ ank. oe 
iManagor of the Bureau of Land. © “a 
‘Management San Miguel area, 


In the study of the Dolores, 
’*\ “different classifications could 
~y» be applied todifferent stretches 


* 57 OOS" set the river depending on fea- 
et eae OM aaa et ati far a)" ~ tae ota. « {So rtures “and the lack or presence 
CORR rae SMe weap Akr. SRST get ,0f development, oie 

' ais anit (ara Uy tanec seca ly ait, 8 Ue UA SES fe Silt capaig ae vita eae : iid a ew JI, 
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Wild-River Status Sought 


By J. HUNTER HOLLOWAY 
SLICK ROCK, Colo.—(AP)—Deep In the 
sandstone canyonlands of western ‘Colora- 
do, where Spanish priests struggled west . 
two centurics ago, flows the River of Sor- 
rows—the Dolores, 
A picturesque portion of the river, 


‘Bedrock, is being proposed for protection if conservationists are successful in their 
by the National Wild and Scenic Rivers ‘attempt to prevent the Bureau of Recla- 
Act. mation from blocking the river by a huge 
Although Colorado's plains, mountain earthen dam below the town of Dolores. 
grandeur and red sandstone canyons long’ The canyonlands, cut by wind and water 
have becn considered among its prized from dcep, red sandstone, are the home of 
possessions, the state has yet to obtain‘ wild horses, mule deer, coyotes, beaver, * 
» tumbling between 1,000-foot cliffs from the wild-river status for any of its waterways, “muskrat and a multitude of smaller 
j hamlet of Cahone to the one-man town of . The Dolores py be the first, but only * ‘animals and birds. 


Pompe enorme teeny <. Parts of the river are navigable by 
. Canoe and kayak, although many rapids 

_&re violent enough to challenge the skill of 
bs pererieiced whitewater paddlers. Rafts 


agoats Si seh Ais 


- cessible. A few side canyons offer difficult 
} ‘ access by foot or horseback. 


On Aug. 11, 1776, the Spanish priests . 
- Dominique and Escalante discovered the | 

‘river at the site of the town of Dolores, as 
(. they searched for a northern route to the 
: * California missions. 


. Brent Jensen of the federal Bureau of ' 
4 «! Land Management in nearby Montrose, is |. 


. 


,_ Stream. 


 Passible Recreation Value 
“We feel it has possible recreation. 
“value,” he says. ‘We're asking the public’ 
if we should initiate a study to see if. it 
“< qualifies under the Scenic Rivers Act.” 

‘*" The proposal also has the support of the . 
» 4 “Colorado Open Space Council, an umbrella 
“4, agency covering 44 conservation organiza- 
+ tions. The Colorado Mountain Club and 
‘. the Colorado White Water Association ini- 
tially proposed wild-river status after a 


ee A be 
rt oN 
ee", 


- gaincd momentum. Today, the whitewater - 
people are circulating a petition request- 
“ing the BLM to protcct the river. 

I But the conservation groups may be too 
late. 

“We have not been formally advised by. 
‘anyone... and are not aware of any for- 
“+ mal appeal to have the Dolores designat- 

ed a wild river,” said Jim Harpster, a: 
‘apokesman for the Buroau of Reclamae 
Hon. 


Frojecr Ukaycu:in 1768 

Congress approved the construction of 
tthe McPhee Dam and Reservoir seven 
, miles south of Dolores in 1968. Although 
funds for construction still haven't been 
I approved, Congress has provided the 
1 Burcau of Reclamation with $90,000, as of 
f July 1, for advance planning of the 
lores Project—a plan for several dams 
|i, the river basin. A total of $60,000 will 
Fi. come available next month for planaing 
ine McPhee structure, 


wah Ny 
¥ Pinning 


* he said. 


“make short trips on the river. Other than 
’’. by water, the canyons are virtually inac- - 


a supporter’ of wild- -river status for the . 
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However, Harpster says, “There cur- ; 
rently Is some consideration being given*’ 
to redefining certain parts of the project.* 
Some areas now in the project might bee 
exclided or removed, and other areas 
added, 


“Tt would be unlikely McPhee would be- 
excluded, since it is the major project,” 


Construction of the earth-fill dam would’ 
begin after fiscal year 1974; by then the‘ 
planning stage is to be complete, he said. 2 


More Irrigation Water 


Advocates of the structure say it would ; 
provide additional water for irrigation 


_ through a portion of the Dolores Basin, a 


region spanning 2.24 million acres in, 
southwest Colorado and southeast Utah; 
| surrounded by the Umcompahgre Plateau, 

the San Juan and La Sal mountains. Thee 


river flows 237 miles from its source ben. : 


tween Grizzly and Hermosa peaks to its, 
| junction with the Colorado River. 
Conservationists contend. however, the: 
dam would dry up the river entirely ands 
‘would irrigate about 40,000 acres, less. 
than 2 per cent of the basin. They note, : 
that the river's average flow would equal 
the dam’s capacity, leaving little or noth-, 
ing for the remote canyons below the: 
i structure. - 


Ed Connors, president of the oral 
‘Space Council, doesn’t want to see tha. 


river dry up, but he says the wild-rivers ’ 


Status may apply only to the section of 
river between here and Bed Rock, a dis-* 


tance of about 50 river miles. The portion® — 


and may not meet the federal wild- “rivers 
Tequirements, he says. 


_ It, May Be Too Late 


e 
tw 
° 


Connors also is afraid the dam project 


may be too far advanced to halt through> 
federal wild-river legislation. He plans to 
attack from another front, one that failed . 
during. the last legislative session, 
When Colorado's lawmakers return tos 


ithe legislature next January, Connors: se 


thove, they will he crested by anothers 
state wild-rivers bill, i may weil be posse 
hle to protect the Wolores ond other 
rivers, he says, by acquiring a state des- 
jgnation of wild river. This would prevent 
federal construction until national legisla-: 
tion could be obtained. 

A somewhat similar bill died In commit“ 
tee during the past legislative session." 
Connors said conservationists were caught’ 
off guard and the measure was drafted: 
hastily. The new measure, he says, will 
be well researched and supported. 
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SLICK ROCK, Colo. (AP)— though funds for actual con- 
Deep in the sandstone canyon-! struction still have not been ap- 
"@: western Colorado,| proved, Congress has provided 


| ‘ : - 
rOr DO 


w panish priests struggled, the Bureau of Reclamation with Primitive and may not meet the 
We vo centuries ago, flows] $90,000, as of July 1, for ad-, federal wild river requirements, 
the River of Sorrows—The Do-| vance planning of the Dolores he says. ‘ ; 
lores. Project — a plan for several: Connors also is afraid the | 
A picturesque portion of the Gams in the river basin. A total; am project’ may be too far 
river, tumbling between 1,000- of $00,000 will become available advanced to halt through federal 
foot cliffs from the hamlet of next month for planning the Mc-! Wild-river lepislation, He plans 
Cahone to the one-man town of Phee structure. to attack from another front, 
Bedrock, is being proposed for | However, Harpster says, one that failed during the last 
protection by the National Wild ;‘‘There currently is some con- legislative session. : 
and Scenic Rivers Act. “sideration being given to rede- 
Although Colorado’s plains, fining certain parts of the proj-) return to the legislature next 
mountzin grandure and red ect. Some arcas now inthe proj-, January, Connors says, they 
sandstone canyons long have ect might be excluded or re-', will be greeted by another state 
been cited as among her prized moved, and other areas added.!! wild rivers bill. It may well be 
possessions, the state has yct; ~‘‘It would be unlikely McPhee! possible to protect the Dolores 
to obtain wild-river status for|would be excluded, since it is,:and other rivers, he says, by 
any of her waterways. the major project,” he said. || acauiring a state designation 0 
The Dolores may be the first, | Construction of the earth-fill.; Wild river. This would prevent) 
but only if conservationists are}dam would begin after fiscal federal construction until nation- 
successful in their attempt tojycar 1974, by when the plan-: al legislation could be obtained. 
prevent the Bureau of Rec-|ning stage is to be complete, he, A somewhat similar bill diced 
lamation from blocking the riv- 


said. i : 
t jc) Vv. ; 
er by a huge earthen dam below legislative session. Connors said 


Advocates of the structure say: ab aes ey 
the town of Dolores. lit would provide additional wa- conservationists were caugh 
!{off guard and the measure was 


Brent Jensen, of the federal; ter'for irrigation through a pore. ie ‘ 
Bureau of Land Management| tion of the parched Dolores ba-'' drafted hastily. The new Ne 
-innearby Montrose, is a support-,sin, a region spanning 2.24 mil- | Ure he says, will be well re- 
er of wild river status for the [lion acres in southwest Colorado searched and supported. : 
stream, : and southeast Utah surrounded | The canyonlands, cut by wind 
“We feel it has possible rec-\by the Umcompahyre Plateau, pangevalcrtrom-dcep, red sand- 
reotion value,” he said. We're} the San Juan and La Sal moun.) 108% Are URE ARTS 2) a 
IZ ig the public if we should} tains. The river flows 237 milests DorSCSs mule deer, SOVOLES, 
imuate a study to sce if it qual-lfrom its souce between Griz- IEEE TISAI, evalloy sn is 
ifies under the Scenic Rivers!zly and Hermosa peaks to its! 74UnS Guexs and a multitude 
Act.” {junction with the Colorado Riv-',o Smaller wildlife. 

The proposal also has the sup-, er. \| Portions of the river are nav- 
port of the Colorado Open Space} Conservationists contend, p jen bic by canoe and kayak, al- 
Council, an umbrella agency| however, the dam would dry up ba eae pi tele ve violent 
covering 44 conservation orsan-| the river entirely and would it-Hexporienced % ae : ¢ skill of 
izations. The Colorado Moune rigate about 40,000 acres, less, vere Raf Mie Walch pad- 
tain Club and the A wworper cunt of the basing’ 4) pita umnited, 
White Water Association Muantbiad- Thos note that the river’s aver. ane trips frequently, Other 
ly proposed wild river status aye row would cqual the dam's, ; eed et the canyons are 

465, but that capacity, leaving little or noth- inaccessible. Only a few. side 
eRe oe canyons offer difficult access by 


after a study in 1905, 
foot or horseback to limited sec: 


a When Colorado’s lawmakers 


proposal never gained momen ing for the remote canyons be- 
tum, Today, the whitewater pCO jow the structure, 


Rock Canyon and the height of 
its walls limiting acecss and 
escape deflected the Spaniards 
eastward in Gypsum Valley,” : 
just north of here, he writes. : 


-icious casting of lots and due - 


';in committee during the past ° 


ple are circulating u petition re- 
questing the LLM to protect the 
river. 

Hlowever, the conservation 
groups may be too lute. 


“We have not been formallytion of river between here and 


—idvised by anyone... and are 
ot aware of eny formal appea 
to have the Wolores designated 
a wild rives,” said Jim Marp- 
ster, a spokesmen for the Lu- 
reau of Meclumation. 
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Ed Connors, president of theleece pithe Dolores, 
Open Space Council, doesn't!, (Oa Aug. 11, 1776, the Span- 
Wahine each errivGracry eu | ish priests Dominiques and Es- 
utehe anventnccwildihiver star) calante discovered the river at 
tee may applysonlvste the see. the site of the town of Dolores. 
as they searched for a northern 
route to the California mis- 
sions, 
Dr. Wenry W. Toll Jr, a path: 
ologist in Denver wha has re- 
scarched the river's history, 


Led Rock, a distance of about 


OFS 


50 river miles. The portion! says Escalante and his com- 
above here, to Cahone, is less panions found the sandstone 
walls, known today as the Es- - 
calente sandstone, a tribulation — 
for man and cattle alike. 


“The tortuosity of the Slick 


“This decision made with judi- 


consideration of the mountain 
wall evident to the west was an 
historic decision which ultimate- 
ly led, by a circuitous north and 
west route, to the discovery . 
of the Great Salt Lake.” 
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Tne Dolores River 
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, Page six of today’s Herald contains an account of 

attempts to gain “Wild River” status for the Dolores 

‘River. If the backers of the “Wild River” concept for 

the Dolores succeed it may well spell the end for the 

'. ‘Dolores River Project. 

The Dolores River Project should not be killed. 

The great beauty of the Dolores River makes it 

casy to understand why environmentalists should be- 

come interested in “saving” it. What is not so easy to 

understand is their great delay in making their wishes 

‘known and their unwillingness to work within the 

- project to save the river. 

_ Unlike a number of other water storage and 
reclamation projects in the southwest whose fate has 
been in limbo for so long the Dolores River Project 
. has long appeared to be something of a certainty. And. 

_ because of their faith in its eventual completion many 
“residents of Dolores and Montezuma counties have 
‘ shaped their lives and occupations in ways they would... 
_not otherwise have. a 
To kill the Dolores River Project now would 
Se ges ti » Work a cruel and unjust hardship on hundreds of 
pe ‘southwest Coloradans and would be an economic .°: 
“72, blow in a region of the San Juan Basin that has seen 
+ far more than its share of setbacks as the result of the - 
‘ .“ whims of nature and outside interests. i 
What environmentalists concerned with the fate 
of the Dolores River should be doing now is coming‘; 
up with constructive and workable means of making: . 
__. the Dolores River Project environmentally compatible | 
_’ with the beauty of the river and its canyon. This Can. 
be done. 
And if there are questions and Objections to be: 
raised about other Upper Colorado River projects in 
‘various stages of the planning phase they should be 
raised now and not later when the next Step is vir- 
tually the pouring of concrete. ; 
There can be no doubt that much of the planning 
for the Upper Colorado River project was done with- 
out regard for environmental impact. None of these 
projects is yet a reality, though some are closer to’ 
reality than others. There is still time to plan high, 
quality environmental preservation into each of these | 
projects . . . maybe some shouldn’t be built at all \ 
but the Dolores isn’t one of them. 
= It is possible that a great deal more ego satisfac- 
‘tise can be had from stop»ing a major engineering 
(project than frorn heiping--engineers design such 
, projects to be compatible with beauty and wildness.. __ 
i Tiscre is one school of “environmentalism” which » 
: screams ai the thought of disturbing nature while not 
flinching in the slightest at creating agonizing havoc 
~ with human lives. ‘Those trying to stop the Dolores . . 
River Project at this late house fall inte this entasnev 
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| By J. HUNTER HOLLOWAY 
| * SLICK ROCK, Colo. (AP) — Deep in 
the sandstone canyonland of western 


Colorado, where Spanish _ priests 
) ggied west two centuries ago, 
: vs the River of Sorrows — The Do- 


| lores. 
A picturesque portion of the river, 


tumbling between 1,000-foot cliffs from 


the hamlet of Cahone to the one-man, , 


town of Bedrock, is being proposed for: 
protection by the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act. 2 


Although Colorado's plains, moun-; 
tain grandure and red sandstone ca-! 
nyons long have been cited as among! 
her prized possessions, the state has! 
yet to obtain wild-river status for any}! 
of her waterways. ; 

The Dolores may be-the first, but: 
only if conservationists are successfuli. 
in their attempt to prevent the Bu-| 

reau of Reclamation from blocking the 
river by’ a huge earthen dam below 
the town of Dolores. 

Brent Jensen, of the federal Bureau 
of Land Management in nearby Mon- 
trose, is a supporter of wild river stat- 
us for the stream. 

“We feel it has possible recreation 
value,’ he said, “We're asking the 
public if we should initiate a study to 
see if it qualifies under the Scenic | 
be ‘vers Act.” 
|) _ The proposal also has the support | 
| of the Colorado Open Space Council, 

an umbrella agency covering 44 con- 
servation organizations. The Colorado 
Mountain Club and the Colorado 
White Water Association initially pro- . 
poscd wild river status after a study in | 
1965, but that proposal never gained | 
mormeatim, Today, the whitewater } 
people are circulating a petition re- ; 
questing ‘he BLM,to protect the riv- 
Cr, fi 

However, the conservation groups | 
may be too late. 

“We have not been formally advised | 
by anyone ...and are not aware of any } 
formal appeal to have the Dolores! 

designated a wild river,’ said Jim 
Harpster, a spokesman for the Bureau 
of Keclamation, 

Congress approved the construction 
of the McPhce Dam and Reservoir 
seven miles south of Dolores in 1563, 
Although funds for actual construc: ; 


tian still have not been approved, Con. : 
~@. ha; provided the Jurca of: 
‘ 


Plarmaton with $49,000, as of July 1, 
for aeusrce claanng of the Dolores 
Vigjcck — & plow at several dams in 
the river basin, A total of $60,000 wall 
become available next month for plan- 
ning the Melee structure. 


~ 
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However, Harpster says, ‘There 


currently is some consideration being 
fiven to redefining certain parts of 
the project. Some areas now in the 
project might be excluded or re- 
moved, and other areas added, 

“It would be unlikely McPhee would 
be excluded, since it is the major 
project,’ he said. 

Construction of the earth-fill dam 
would begin after fiscal year 1974,. by 
when the planning stage is to be com- 
plete, he said. 

Advocates of the structure say it 
would provide additional water for irri- 
Ration through a portion of the par- 
ched Dolores basin, a region spanning 


| 2.24 million acres in southwest Colora- 


do and southeast Utah surrounded by 
the ‘Uncompahgre Plateau, the San 
Juan and La Sal mountains. The river 
flows 237 miles from its source be- 


The canyon lands, cut by wind and 
water from deep, red sandstone, are 
the home of wild horses, mule deer, 
coyotes, beaver, muskrat, swallows, 
|migrating ducks and a multitude of 
smaller wildlife. 

' Portions of the river are navigable 
by canoe and kayak, although many- 


rapids are violent enough to chal- . 


lenge the skill of experienced whi-. 


tewater paddlers, Rafts make limited, 
short trips frequently, Other than by 
(water, the canyons are inaccessible, 
Only a few side canyons offer difficult 
‘access by foot or horseback to limited 
, sections of the Dolores, 

/ On Aug, 11, 1776, the Spanish 
‘priests Dominques and ‘Escalante dis- 
‘covered the river at the site of the: 


‘town of Dolores, as they:searched for. \ 


a northern route to 
‘mission 


the California. 


S. 
tween Grizzly and Hermosa peaks to | Dr. Henry W. Toll Jr., a pathologist 
its junction with the Colorado River, ‘in Denver who has researched the 
Conservationists contend, however, Tiver’s history, says Escalante and 
the dam would dry up the river enti- his companions found the sandstone 
rely and would irrigate about 40,000 Walls, known today as the Escalante 
acres, less than two per cent of the Sandstone, a tribulation for man and 
basin. They note that the river's ay-)cattle alike, ; 
erage flow would equal the dam’s “The tortuosity of the Slick Rock 
capacity, leaving little or nothing for Canyon and the height of its walls 
the remote canyons below the struc- limiting access and escape deflected 
ture, ‘the Spaniards eastward in Gypsum 
Ed Connors, president of the Open Valley,’ just north of here, he” 


Space Council, doesn’t want to see Writes. “This decision made with ju- 


the river dry up, but he says the wild dicious casting of lots and due consid-. 
river status may apply only to the ¢ration of the mountain wall evident 


section of river between here and Bed to the west was an historic decision’ — 


Rock? a distance of about 50 river Which ultimately led, by a circuitous 
miles. The portion above here. to Ca- north and. west route, to the dis- 
hone, is less primitive and, may not covery of the Great Salt Lake,” 
meet the federal wild river require: 
ments, he says. 

Connors also is afraid the dam pro)- 
ect may be too far advanced to halt 
through federal wild-river legislation. 
He plans to attack from another 
front, one that failed during the last 
‘Jegislative session. 

When Colorado's lawmakers return . 
to the legislature next January, Con- 
nors says, they will be greeted by an- 
other state wild rivers bill, It may 
well be possible to protect the Dolores 
and other rivers, he says, by acquir- 
ing a state designation of wild river. 
This would prevent federal construc- 
tion until national legislation could be: 

obtained, ~ 

A somewhat similar bill died in 
committee during the past legislative 
session. Connors suid conservationists: 
were caught off puard and the mea- 
sure was drafted hastily, The new 
measure, he says, will be well re- 
searched and supported, 
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SERVING THE ROCKY MOUNTAIN WEST 


June 22, 1971 


Mr. Brent Jensen 
Bureau of Land Management 
P.O. Box 1269 
ve Montrose, Colorado 81401 


Dol, 
; Sunnteon ~ 
! Montrose” 
Sa 


—[—| Roalty's, 

|} —f—]_ NAS f- 
—}—] Wildlife — 
San juan 


Dear Mr. Jensen: 02iee- 


I am following up the article that appeared in last 
Sunday's Denver Post about wild river status for the 
Dolores River. 


Whenever possible, we like to do our regular outdoor 
aan ' gtories in areas that are “endangered,” and I guess 
s - one could say this about the Dolores. Could you 
possibly supply me with some information on how I 
might take a trip down the most scenic portion of 
' the Dolores this summer - afoot, in kayak, however. 
) : I would like to take this trip with some people who 
ae know the river intimately so that I can get the best 
. _information possible in the way of background, geology, 
history, flora and fauna. 


Let me know your thoughts at your very earliest con- 
venience, as I would like to know what is involved in 


travelling the Dolores so I can see how and when I 
might best be able to schedule a trip. 


‘Sincerely yours, 


AN agar ot ; David Sumner 
ose : Senior Editor 
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BY BYRON McKELVIE 


= ) - 
‘tee 384 Just about the me wo begin 40,000 acres is lot of econ- toresting Yellow Jacket Can- 
tnates * to think the conservationistscan omy, Thoy contend tho river's yon, which Is virtually Inac- zh 


bo lived wlth, tolerated, oven average flow would equal tho cosslblo, han no Water and fe 
liked, for their stands against dam’s capacity, leaving ttle protected by the Bureau of Land . 
the polluting power plants, they or nothing for the remote can- Management, ‘ ee. 
throw off their costumes of ‘‘In- yons below the dam, ~The BLM's big wheel in Mont=° Ne Pe 
‘, tellectuality and sensitivity’? We unlettered and ‘un-hip’ rose, Brent Jensen, has already APs spats 
\.and show us their true ignor- rural folks around here always expressed support of the wild- 4 
' wance, thought a ‘wild river’ meant’ river proposal for the Dolores , veces 
} Last week the Colorado Open just that, a lot of water roaring River, S : , 
{| Space Council, representing 44 through narrow canyons and. An Associated Press story by.< 
) conservation organizations, and over big rapids and falls, . _J, Hunter Holloway printed in { 
“| some other “environmental’’ But the Dolores hasn’t been daily nowspapersthroughoutthe » ° «gif 
"3 groups declared they will fight a ‘wild river’’ for many and Rocky Mountain Westduringthe: © | % nas 
+ { construction of the McPheeRe- many a year, not since the weekend, , seemed extremely > 
servoir Project, “Montezuma Valley Irrigation sympathetic with the conserva-'}- oe 
ee ¢ Why will they fight the pro- Co, bullt its diversioncanaland tionist cause, Probably good ihe sas i 
tec Vv ject? They say because the. tunnel back at the turn of the old J, Hunter Holloway is an-4 «4, 
a: f ‘Dolores River between Cahone century, other one of those Denver re- 4 «.. ' oF a 
a t and Bedrock should be under All that flows into the sidents soaking his throat with ¥ Ras 
{federal “wild Ife status’, Dolores below the diversion diverted Western Colorado wat- Wakigeta, 
"4 condition which would make ‘dam below Dolores is a small er and believing Colorado West’ * 25 
wt the stretch of river as protect- amount of water and the river should be the exclusive eg , 
ee y ed as the National Park Sys- bed is so low during all but the: ground of his kind, 


mat wie oe 


m, spring run-off below the MVI_ If he was determined to sway a; 
; } McPhee Dam and Reservoir, dam that peopledrivetheircars the people of our areaaswell!} ©. .° 40°. 
Nort yj  6ay they, must not be built be- into the center of the riyer bed as all the other readers, he ee Rewer 
‘ t eause it would dry up the river. and wash the vehicles, -° © * could have at least . used the’; ts, nt eb J 
"ii; entirely and would irrigate only Construction of McPhee Dam, hem nk feta® mt Dusstires pee 
‘oi4,, fabout 40,000 acres, less than’ which incidentally, would be: Lia) te Meat: asst rob perry td aa 
jo ifs  y two percent of the acres ofland \several miles upstream from: - ' & Waeeaseet f ene aw 
“{n the Dolores River Basin, Cahone, where the “‘wildriver’? . ais crn eset ar) eat ies ates 
To us in Southwest Colorado, status {is supposed to start, , ei, ECs lobbeab me, ate SAP AE te 
ee, a. an ‘s would provide even more lowse BA % MS ery Ore as Seek teen aie 
‘' for the proposed wild river flow, * 4%, [000 Ma 8 Pade Sa ORM eh 
‘The river can’t be completely {ey uu ye he RS Bh Att 
/ y se, dammed up, since there are, ie ao Z 
ue ot, committments to the Lower Co-.; ; ee . 
““* Jorado River Basin, 3 baat gets aaah 
J The “wild river’ area from ! Paes AO 
‘ Cahone to Bedrock doesn’t in- : A eR 
“clude McPhee Rosorvotr or any * POON 
‘ee of tho other dams proposed for , ene v4 tone Pee 
“ss vhe Dolores River Project, { decays goat ty ¥ 
If the conservationists really.s "or. YM 
‘mean by demanding the McPhee 30 eS ; 


Reservoir not be built that they : Sy er 

to) want a “dry wild river’’, we'd“ 

“st guggest they put their ‘eames! 
paigns to use on some other. ; 

eerooee perhaps scenic and in- Ne 
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Oe ck —put,;~says District Ranger" "vFKer—two nandie~combination 
the San Juan National Forest, ' Jack Ott of Mancos, the fire AFDC / CW caseload and one 
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Well we've rot news for them 
i) there is already a dam at Do. 
eka lores and many other smaller 

~-* 4 11 diversfon dams along its course. 
The one at Dolores was built 
back about the late 1880s and js 
a source of domestic water for 
Cortez as well as for irrigation 
in the Montezuma Valley. 

oe? § 

The writer of the beautifully 
worded story probably didn’t do 
too much lookJng around or they, 
in their hot pursult of do ood. 
ing, might have discovered a big 
pile of hot radioactive waste 
piled beside the river while they 
were at Slick Rock, which would 
give them a lot more to worry 
about than making it a wild 
river, 


ay ee RAW ep " 
aan Ee a 
‘ PERN Tye. The ‘conservation nuts are at‘ 
te oa Sg yh, cit Again ‘and this time its the “2, 
OER SONS da Dolores River they want to pro. 
paces ge hte dee Ww, tect, An article In many big city |"! 
pect ote yy Newspapers Inst week focused |“ 
‘ boy i Beas 4 on efforts to have the river de- 
Wins ane ar clared a wild river that would 20a 
Oa Tey iprevent its development with jail 
a ee phe Ya dine fany dams or other develop: 
rt ‘Ra ae Ne egy ‘gr ments, Apparently the Bureau, 
ee . ae “etvncat fy of Land Management, which has ‘ 
yt Nagi Ot found it necessary to go into the 
Testis yu} dve'sreereation business to have 
ye NS mop antsy. something to do, is Bae LG the , 


vate 


wd g epg LL fone 
: i eat _ proposal, 
ma a Nu nef %, Pp D 


Sent 


a The story In the Denver Post 
te bk Whee PRN iy oe ‘ was accompanied by a nice pic. 
ee as ISS sighs 5) The story was datelined Slick ture of the river going through 


‘ st ; 
m Aye ates “ep, Rock and told of the colorful: Laver to! 1a canyon and quoted that conser. 
" on . Ww on Lar | 


ong’ uth ay 4 MY history of the river and how it’s vationists didn’t want dams to 
flood the canyons, Well, these 


it yr HON Ye.ses eanyons are inhabited by! 
my : “WILD HORSES, mule deer,: | city folks sure do have nice 
ideas: about how things should 


coyotes, beaver, muskrat and a! 

multitude of smaller’ animals, be run out here in the wide op¢n 

and birds.” Then it reveals that, spaces—but they don’t know 
much about how to make their 


it may be too late as there is to- 
be a dam built on the river that: heatthiets Cleaner an 4 


is already, Cele tatsy by.. Con- 
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or he believes be 
ale t! wk without ene 
~ DIA discussed salar | 


is office With the © card, 
Porter, chaie un of the 
"eon “discussed 
al planner. for 
a invited the com. 
vs to the next mecting 
Manning board on Thurs- 

this week, 

lissioners signed a con- 
sith the state for salary 


“LUB TO HAVE 
FILM MONDAY 


bers of the Slimmin Wim. 
‘OPS Club are inviting 
husbands, famiics and 
to attend the showing 

‘m on drugs Monday ev- 
August 9. The film will 
xn by Robert Conners of 
rtez Police Department 
1 be glad to answer any 
ns following the film. 
+ interested is oo 
| 


nd. Tre fim wil be shown 
basement of the Dolores 
Sank >*.8:00 p.m. 


RO) Xt cted 


meeting Aug. ; 
s. St  v Wallace was | 
od qn. . for the month 


ving lost the most weight. 
soup’s actual total weight 
or the month was 17 


' 
*e 


ee ol 
SLIGHT DAMAGE 
VO ACCIDENTS 


minor accidents, one in- 
Zz a deer, caused slight 
se to the two separate ve- 
involved this week ac- 
g to the Colorado State 


July 31 at 10 p.m., A 1971 
Pickup being driven by 
jary Leavell, 23, Dolores, 


ed $20 damage when it] < 


lightly sideswiped by an- 
vehicle that didn’t stop. 
necident occured 4 miles 
of Mancos on Ilighway 
firgil Puls investigated the 
ont. 

Aug. 1, at Stoncr on Tligh- 
145 at 9:00 p.m., Robert 
Gardner, 25, Cortez, did 
dam to his 1968 Ford 
pw: struck and kil- 
. deer -a the traffic lane. 
accic too, was investi- 
. by Virgil Puls. pas 


ute 


portion will not be effective un- 


Watt aes CO rab tena 
(oatoan emptover nay reqeet 
veh, but te aaist da it by spoert. 
re Wwrillen notice fo the Division 
of Labor, if he decides to do so, 
The veeent legistation also pro- 
vided a means by which unlimit. 
ed medical treatment is now av. 
ailable to injured Colorado work. 
men, It further raised weekly 
compensation benefits to $64.75. 


The Occupational Disease Act 
was broadened to provide bene. 
fils similiar to those under the 
Workmen's Compensation Acte 
Other beneficial and liberalizing 
changes were made to the extent 
that this action by the legisla- 
ture amounted to the largest 
legislative session in the areas 
of workmen's compensation and 
occupational disease. 


Certain farm workers were al- 
so brougiit under the Act. Ba- 
sically those workers in employ- 
mcnts of four or more and all 
migratory workers, but this 


til January 1, 1972. nar 
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MORK TONY please says (he 
young: compaion of Till isch. 
er, Colo, Game, Fish & Parks 
officer, who picked him up from 
a family holding him illegally 
after the mother had been killed. 
It is iilegal to have wild animals 
in captivity and also illegal to 
kill a mother bear with cub in 
addition to the fact that the bear 
season is not yct open. Fischer 


i | Dovwokes 


AT, 
manarey for Montezuma: Water 
Company with offiees in Dolores, 
Ile 
Tield 
fenance 
was suverintendent of utilities 
for the City of Duranvo, Te and 
his wife, Jane, have three chil- 
deen one of which is still at 
ome, ‘The family is living at 
fiversice 


40 of C OPPOSES WILD RIVER 


merece at their monthly mect- 
ing held 
went on record as opposed to 
any Wild River designation for 
the Dolores River and voted to 
draft Ictters 
and representatives stating their 


(he 


PAVTSCURCHK Is new 


formerly at LaPlata 
Duranto doing maine 
work and previously 


Was 
in 


Trailer Park 


The Dolores Chamber of Com- 


Wednesday morning 


to congressmen 


The weekly drawings 


said he youn? Brain will have 


to be placed in a Zoo since it 
could not successfully return to 
wild status after its capivily. It 
appears to be a few montis old 
and was conteut as long as being 
fed honey from the flat stick 
but quickly started chewing on 
the weatherstripping of the pick- 
up windows when tho feeding 
stopped. a: ae 
; 


STALL: Au9.16, 197/ fl 


er 


bids for work on Jlighway 145 
between Telluride and Norwood 
will be opened. This project call, 
for a total of 25 
ins, 
shoulder areas, and bituminous | 
repaving of the present road. 
Might and seven tenths miles of 
work will be done from Redvale 
westerly; 10.3 miles will be im- 
proved beginning 4 miles cast] - 
of Norwood and extending east- 

erly; and 6.9 miles of work will 

be done beginning 6 miles west 

y of Telluride and extending west 

the Chamber have ceased with 
last winner being Mrs. Nettic 
Woodard. . ; 


| ested is invited to attend. es 
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At To an, on ATT I, riit 


the bids on a contract cabinet bore pat cep¢ 
miner padi, anew baile ov ory yet 


the Dolores Miver, ftaniliz- 


hall 


he 


phone 


ings and bittaninous, saelacinge OF teed Jian 
2.0 miles of State Misdiway 14% 
just west of Dolores will be 
ened, 
earth movings work at this 
is presently under contract 
being worked on. 


fri 715 eas 
OD | Supervite 
and) Colorado, 
eitee 


and 


The major searading 
A new 

to replac 
At 11:00 a.m. the same day, | Dl@ton a 
a-} present J 

hind the 

town ha: 

yards ab 
jhere, fol 
tidings 
area, Th 
in the sa 
“and the | 
moved fr 


9 miles widen- 


stabilizing, and paving 


erly. 
FOOTBALL TO GET ney 
STARTED - te 


‘. 
There will be an ortanizatica. | 
al meeting for football players j 
and their parents Monday nicht, | a 
August 23rd at the high schoo} | [* 
gym at 7:30 p.m. Anyone intcr- 


Football practice begins Tucs-, : 
day morning, August 24, with 
two sessions a day at 7 a.m.: 
and 5 p.m. 
Physicals are scheduled fox | 
the weck of August 17-20 at the! * 
doctor’s office. | b 
Parental permission and insur- | . 
ance waiver slips are available : 
at the doctor’s office. 
peo 
GRADUATES FROM i 
AMPIIBIOUS SCHOOL 
Marine Major Marvin B, Tan. 
gren, son of Mrs. Mir- 
am Tangren of Dolores, Coo. ' 
has graduated from Naval An- 
phibious School, Naval Guafire 
Staff Officers Course at the Na- ; 
val Amphibious Base, Coronado, | 
San Dieo, AWA ARS 
nylon b 
GARDEN CLUB TO Rane 
MEET MONDAY a ea 


The Dolores River Gardenj lorado 
Club will mect Monday, Aug 9, Collins 
at the home of Mrs. Mary Janc| taken 
McRae at 1:30 p.m. Discussion} July 6 « 
of the, flower show will be held. Rainb« 
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colorado white water associatio 


. on gs August 27, 1971 
CO Lata 7 Saal ie ae cO07 Mariposa 
De ~ Boulder, Colorado 
.  80302° . 


Mre Ee ke Rowland | 


BLM Colorado State Director 
14023 Federal Building 
1961 Stout Street 


_- Denver, Colorado 80202 


Dear Mir. Rowlands 


I enclose herein aproximately 225 more signatures 


requesting action to protect the Dolores River. iss Se) 


Our club would be interested in knowing, what progress 
has been made on the study at this time; and if there is 
any way we can be of assistance. 


' Sincerely, 


Cue OfFuin 


Sue O*Brien 

Conservation Chairman 
a aoe re Colorado White Water 
es ey ah i ron : Ns Pasi iay . Association 
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MOUNTAIN SPORTS 


821 Pearl St., Boulder, 80302 
443-6770 


Specialists in climbing, 


backpacking, camping gear 


Gerry, North Face, Sierra 
Design, Kelty, S.M.C., 
Chouinord, Forrest, Eiger, 


Voyageur, Henke, Robbins 
Write for free catalog 
Repairs and 


custom work 


Newest Bancroft Booklct Available 
TRAIL RIDGE COUNTRY 
The romonticized history of Estes Pork and 
Grond Lake and the road that connects them. 
Over 40 illustrations and photos. $2.00 ( lus 
postoge and tox) at your local book store. 
Johnson Publishing Co. 
Box 990 -Dcpt. T.T., Boulder, Colo. 80302 


BARGAIN BOOKS 


A certain number of the beautiful Sierra 
Club reprints are Icft with us and we ore 
giving CMC’ers the benefit of a bargain 
price on these of $2.50, plus appropriate 
tax (and 35¢ mailing cost). 


Ormes “Guide to the Colorado Moun- 
tains’ now back in print. $6.00, plus 
tax ond mailing. 


Theo Colorado Mountain Club 
1723 E. 16th Ave. 
Denver, CO 80218 
Phone: 355-3666 
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Mountdit Club has Jost an invaluable 
member, and he will be missed by the 
old-timers who knew him, as well as by 
his fine family and by his devoted wife 
Beryl. 

Ilis accomplishments for the Club, and 
the warmth of his smile, will not be for- 
gotten. 


~ 


—-V.E.H. 


Edmund Bassett 


We note with regret the passing of Ed- 
mund Bassett, of Taunton, Massachusetts. 
A member of the club for 25 years, he 
attended a number of the club outings 
in Colorado, including the 1949 Snow- 
mass Outing and others. 


Dolores River » g 


Adios Dolores. Goodbye, lovely river 


of sorrows, of the beautiful red cliffs and — 


dancing silver waters. You are next among 
the dammed. 

Goodbye, too, deer, beaver, muskrats, 
wild horses and birds, and small fur 
bearers, You too are doomed, for your 
homes will be drowned and the valley 
beyond parched and desolated, robbed 
of the green giving waters of the dammed 
stream. 

Goodbye, too, to quantities of already 
allocated Colorado River water that will 
be spread out for unneeded farms, evap- 
orated, and salted. And goodbye to a 
whale of a lot of taxpayers’ money that 
will go to fund the project. 

Congress has provided $90,000 as of 
July 1 for advance planning of the Do- 


-Jores Project, a plan to place several 


dams in the river basin. $60,000 will be 
available next month for the planning of 
the McPhee structure but construction 
won't actually begin until 1974. 

Do we need this project? Does it make 
sense? Or is it just more folly in the 
name of progress, pushed primarily to 
give overgrown and outdated Federal 
Bureaus more jobs for sclf perpetuation? 

—Marjorie Peregrine 


T&T—No. 632 
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‘and along the Dolores River cas 


Chief RM 
Chief Op 
UW EVES T * GODOPRAL i 
Saar ARCHABOLOGICAL AES WARCH Cia! | Usor-eum 
Hhoa VETO NARTONAL PARK 
RES 
COLORADO Montrose 


7 Soapte~oor 1971 


Nemorandur ° 
TO: Stove Diroctor, Burcau of Land Manarenent 
"a0 s Davactor, Univeranty of Colorado Hosa Vordo 

4 


Archacolows, Col Roseaven Contar 
SUBITUCT s hiontvwuly vapory for MVGUss, LOVL~mPhieId work 


accomplished under terms of Contract No. Mi~11.“0008~ 
5269 eee 


ee ACTUAL fialeevvork along the Dolores Rivar on BLM lanscs did 


/ not oegin until 23 Auguste During the balance of the month, 


nine days were spent in che fiold and two day3 were given 
over to labor PACOE OQnelysis o 


2e The Girector, and. two enthropology students (K. Moffitt 


and B, Willer) spent four field days in tho ovea of Big 
end. Little Gypsun CGroeks, Sen Niguel and Nontrose Counties. 
A total of 15 sites were recovded in this area, includins 
rock ari Sita, lithic camosites. and chipping. sites, and 


CAVE OVEPNSNEs « 


t also spe aii de NO field days in 
if t Of Dove Greek, Caloradeo) 
st of CANEY Colorado. They. 
rocorded ae avonacological sites alt characterized as 
Lithic campsites and chipping s 


Os Bai Mialer.and K. Moffii 
the Mountain Sheep Peint ¢ 


-4e Notable information derived from these two spot surveys is 


the pecovery of projectile point vypes which ave older ecnan 
1500 B.C. Vhis data, viewed in light of a lack of prehistoric 
Anasazi (Mesa Vorde) ceramics and habitation Sites is LOserving 
of further investigation to determine cultural boundaries in 
this area of souvhwesterm Colorado, through tlio and space 


5e The formal report on this wor should be completed. by 
1 November. 


6 Expenditure of che romainder of the coriract funds should 
be anticipated for late spring, when access to the Dolores River 
oe oD can be made by river navigation means. 
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United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 6223 x 


COLORADO STATE OFFICE A 
14023 FEDERAL BUILDING “Tin. Pe 
1961 STOUT STREET pera Chief 0° 


ES Range $9 | 
ns DENVER. COLORADO 60202 | “Forest Spf 


Memorandum 


® Tos Regional Director, Mid-Continent Region | eet 
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, Denver, Colorado “ 


From: State Director, Colorado ‘ 
Subject: Wild River Study Assistance 


The Dolores River between the San Juan Forest boundary and Bedrock, 
Colorado exhibits significant potential for classification under 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers system. We request your immediate 
—~ assistance in conducting a reconnaissance study of this river section 
{ sD to determine its potential for 5(d) status under P.L. 90-542. 


Time is particularly critical in that the Dolores River project pro- 
posal by the Bureau of Reclamation as well as Atomic Energy Commission 
proposals for offering uranium mining leases in this area could both 

. destroy the river environment as we now know it. 


The timing seems right in that there is a growing public sentiment 

in support of a protective classification. This Segment of the 

Dolores River is floated by white water enthusiasts during the spring 
months and provides a rugged hiking experience year round. The 

as Escalante Expedition passed through this area in 1776, thus providing 
the basis for interest today in an historical trail following his route. 
We have been petitioned by some 200 persons requesting this study. 

Many of these individuals have either floated the river or have hiked 
in the area and are knowledgeable of the qualities it offers. 


Nomination of this river under Section 5(d) of the Act would be the 
| first river so nominated within Colorado, and it could lead to one of 
1 é the first classified rivers in desert, canyon-land type country. 
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Our work plan for FY 1972 allows us no opportunity to conduct this. 
study on our own. Our available expertise in some required disci- 
plines is nil, further hampering our ability to conduct the study alone. 


For all the above reasons, we feel this proposal has merit and we 


request your assistance. 


E. I. Rowland 


cc; Régional Forester, Denver 
DM, Montrose . aieg 
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December 29, 1971 
2007 Mariposa 
Boulder, Colorado 80302 


Mr. Ee Ate Rowland 

State Director 
Bureau of Land Management _ x) 
14023 Federal Building ~° MOAN ai 
1961 Stout Street 
Denver, Colorado 80202 


Dear Mr. Rowland; 


As you may recall, the Colorado White Water Association 
was working with Roger Nelson before he left, to encourage study 
of the Dolores River for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act. 


Mr. Nelson indicated that the BLM planned to complete study 
for a 5d proposal, identifying the Dolores as having Wild River 
potential, before Christmas. He indicated that if 5d classifica- 
tion were obtained; that would force a full fledged Wild River 
study before any projects could be approved; or delay any exist- 
ing project proposals until a Wild River study was made. 


As you know, Congress provided the Bureau of Reclaimation 
with $90,000 last .summer for advance planning of the Dolores Pro- 
ject. 


Time is obviously of essence on the 5d proposal. Our members 
are deeply concerned, and would like to know what progress has 
been made; and if there is any way they can be of assistance. 


Sincerely, 
Sue Obua—, 
Sue O'Brien 


Conservation Chairman 
Colorado White Water Assn. 


cc Brent Jensen, Montrose 
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Colorado Mountain lub 


GROUPS; ASPEN e BOULDER e BOULDER JUNIOR e DENVER e DENVERJUNIOR e EL PUEBLO e FORT COLLINS 
LONGS PEAK e LOS ALAMOS, N.M. e PIKES PEAK e SAN JUAN e WESTERN SLOPE 


TELEPHONE 1723 EAST SIXTEENTH AVENUE 
355-3666 DENVER, COLORADO 80218 


OFFICE HOURS MONDAY THRU FRIDAY 6 A.M. TO 2 P.M. AND TUESDAY AND THURSDAY EVENINGS 7 TO 9 P.M, 


March es 1972 
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Hre Es I. Rowland 342 DIST. 
Calsrado State Director BLM : {pats — |--- % 

4093, Federal Building con a 

195). Stout St, hes a 


| SanMiguel ira 


Danver, Colorada £0202 
Dear tire Rowland: 


The Celorado Meuntain Club would Tike to urge the Bureau of 
Land Management to do a detufled study of the Delores River 
from Cahone, Colorado to Bedrock, Colorado. Ve feel that 
this section of river eminently cualifies for Wild River 
Status and needs protection before it has been damaged by 
Man's intrusicn. 


. 


Yours truly, 


Wan May B. thnk 


Merian Be Sentor 
Chairman Conservation 
Committers 


MSsah 

COs rs Brent ice peeee 
BIM 
Box 1269 
Montrose, Colorado 83401 
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Mr, & Mrs. Jan Eric Strauch 
Box 203 
Vail, Colorado 


Wayne Aspinall 
House Office Bldg. 
Washington, D.C. 20515. 


Dear Mr, Aspinall: 


As reaistered voters in Vail and Eaqle County, Colorado we are 
very much in fayor of protecting the Dolores River jin S.W. 
Colorado under the National Wild and Scenic RiversvAct, {P23 
90-542) and to stop the McPhee Sam proposal oan the unver 
Stveccnes uf that river. the McPhee Dam fs unnecessary us 

{it would benefit a smaii number of people and not the major- 
ity of Americans, 


ease help us protect our waters for our chiidren and graad 
ildren. 
Very sincerely yours, 


Mrs. Jan Eric Strauch 


CCCs Mr. Date Andrus 
Bureau of Land Mangement 
Denver, Colorado o 


reo sc. Grandal | 
Regional Director 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Salt Lake City, Utah 


Governor John Love 
Governor of Colorado 
Denver, Colorado 
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-The -Telluxide times 


Telluride, Colorado 


August 17, 1972 | SOO OOO OOS SVP GOOD OOCVOO OLD OD 
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A ANWem eV ATTTOAANTe Me CGAY. 
, CONSERVAT TONES CS SAY: 


1, The proposed McPhee Dam is unnecessary. It vould benefit only a very smaii num- 
ber of large landowners, politicians, and bureaucrats; NOT the majority of Americans, 


Lots a 


2. The dam is economically unjustifiable. The Bureau's benefit-cost ratio is misleading. 
It is based on 1962 prices, and the ability to borrow money at 3% interest! Using cealis- 
tic ligures, the costs are far wseater than the benefits. 


3... Over $47 million of taxpayers' money would be wasted on its construction. 


4. A project so marginal is hardly worth destroying a unique desert river canyon which 
meets the requirements for wild river designation. 


S. The resource as a recreational river has not been aiforded economic consideration, 
when greater numbers of people are running rivers, and tne number of rivers available 
to run is rapidly decreasing. 


6. The project should be totally re-analyzed. We must demand an environment! in:= 
pact statement before any further planning. 
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TD DROTROT THOR PROT rare 
Uda NOC en, OLMIS 


a 


under. the WILD RIVER BIL. 


OOPOOooe?d 


> 


The 115-mile stretch of the Dolores River,, between the towns of Dolores anc ce 
meets the requirements for protection under the National Wild and Scenic %iver Ac! 
(P.L. 90-542), 


Your Congressmen and Government Officials need to haow that you car. so they can 
take appropriate action. Constituants of Frank Evans, Mike MeKevitt, and Jona tum 
man may address these Congressmen at House Office Bldg... Washin;ton, D.C. - se 
Constituants of Congressman Wayne Aspinall should address iim at Rayburn owe oldg. 
Rm, 2201, Washington, D.C. 20515. 


PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT are letters to Evans & Aspinall from their coustituents! 


It would be extremely helpful to sned copies of your letters to: 


Mr. Dale Andrus, State Director 
Bureau of Land Management, 

Rm. 700, Colorado State Bank Bldg. 
1600 Broadway, 

Denver, Colorade 80202 


COPOPDOL SOOO S 


& We have asked a lot, but if you really care about the Dolores, a letter to Govenn* sve 
e would have a great impact too} 


z 
© If you are willing to help further in an effort to gain protection,. please check appropri- 
’ ate spaces below, and mail bottom of page (Including your name and address) to Dolor- 
es Wild River Committee, 2007 Mariposa, Boulder, Colo. 80302, or P.O. Box 853, Dur- 
ango, Colo. 81301, 


Please keep me on your mailing list. I will help. 

I would like to do volunteer work. Please let me know how I can heip. 
Enclosed is my donation of $ to help cover costs of printing, etc. My *.: 
and address are below. My phone number is 


- 


Dolores Wild River Committee 


om P.O Box $53, , 
- Durango, Colo. $i30l 
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Love urged fo pre 


By GORDON G. GAUSS 

Associated Press Writer 
DENVER (AP) — Passage of 
time is making it more difficult 
to get reclamation projects, Di- 
rector Felix L. Sparks of the 
Colorado Water Conservation 
Board said Wednesday durinyt a 
. board meeting featuring prog: 
“Ss reports on western Colora- 

* Rie: deals 


arks also disclosed that. 


-v1m letters” are being re- 
ceived by Gov. John Love urg- 
ing the state to drop plans for 
.construction of a project on the 


DURANGO HERALD» 
' August 17, 1972 


Dolores River in southwest Col- 
orado. 

Sparks said the basis for the 
complaints is that: the river is 
valuable for whitewater boat- 
ing. Such boating would be 
ruined by development of water 
supplies for irriggation, industri- 
al and municipal uses, accord. 
ing to the complaints. 

Later, Ed Wiscombe of the 
Bureau of Reclamation office 
at Durango challenged the 
statement that.development of 
the river would ruin boating. 


He said regulation of the river. 


AVIA Dolore ra 


fi 


Dan 
UAL 


flow would increase the number 
of boating days most years on 
the average from about 31 to 
37. 


He said a river flow of 1,000 
cubic fect per second is re- 
quired for boating, 


Wiscombe and J, W. Robins, 
manager of the Grand Junction 
projects office of the bureau, 
summarized major projects in 


the area. Robins said that the - 


design for the Crystal Dam —, 


the final part of the Curecanti -’ 


~ 


Wien 


project — has been changed 
from an earth-filled structure 
to a thin concrete structure 10 
fect wide at the top and 29 feet 
thick at the bottom. He said the 
department hopes to let con- 
tracts on it next spring, 


Wiscombo said that planning 
on the Animas-La Plata Project 
should be complete by 1975, 
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Ihe Dolores Project Tour: 


‘ 


i / 
{ 
, 


DOVE CREEK — El Rio de Dolores, ‘‘The River of Sor- 
rows,’’ was what the scholarly priest explorer Escalante 
called it. Somehow, as it runs through the lives of men, the 
significance of that name has never been lost. f 

It was in 1776 that the Spaniard Escalante came through A 
this region of five rivers and named the Dolores. His reasons 
for the sorrowful title are the stuff of many legends. 

Today the sorrow rising from the waters of the Dolores 
are real. The water is invaluable. Without it towns will die 

. and local economies be moved to ruin. People have put the 
* essence of their lives into the soil of the high plateaus in the 
_ belief that someday the water would come. It hasn’t. Others 
' who have used the water in its natural state or through ir- : 
- rigation and domestic water development in the.past depend ; 
* onit as much as those who have never had it. ets 

There are new voices entering the discussion of the fate R 4. 
of the waters of the Dolores. They belong to those, local and ES 
from faraway, who do not need the water to live but need it 
to sustain their spiritual existence. They simply love the wa- 
ters of the Dolores and the series of cathedral canyons and 

. simple valleys through which they flow. They are defenders 
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of beauty who ask to be heard. fo 
“It was a gloomy, overcast day last Saturday when we pe 
we 


: i bred in the courtroom of the Dolores County courthouse 
l 


in Dove Creek to begin an informational tour of the & 

'\ area which would be affected by the proposed Dolores bn? 
River Project. tf 
In the room was an unlikely group composed of an ur- Be 


ban, urbane Frank Evans, Congressman from Pueblo, weath- 
ered bean farmers from Dove Creek, Cahone, Pleasant View 


ag te 
os 


withering beans into the Dolores River Canyon is precipitous 


. and other dry land farm communities, Montezuma and Do- , ae 
lores County and town officials, water men from throughout eek A 

the San Juan Basin and officials of the Bureau of Reclama- a fe 

} tion...And environmentalists from Durango, Grand Junc- ae 6 

tion and the Front Range megalopolis. Various members of neg 

| the news media were there as well. | rare 

oa The important people were all introduced. af 

| We left in buses and a caravan of cars for the spot on : ea 

| the Dolores River from which Dove Creek takes its municipal { 

| water. The 1,100 foot drop from the flat plateau on which Be 

Dove Creek sits surrounded by tens of thousands of acres of ys 

\! 

| | 


and challenging. At the end of the road was a picnic lunch, 


On the bumpy road down we passed a sign welcoming us i #¢ aot. ss 
to the picnic and warning white water boaters not to bring {i a 
their boats unless they brought water. It was a sarcastic ref- s syed 
erence to those who seck to stop the Dolores River Project in,” tof 
| order to preserve the white water boating qualities of the ye 
‘river during the spring runoff. fre 3 " 
Sue O’Brien, coordinator of the Dolores Wild River Com- ° - yah 


mittee and an avid white water boater who has gone down - ~ was 


.- the raging, spring Dolores eight times in a flimsy raft, told ye 
why she opposed the project, The Dolores River, she said, is tes 
the only river in Colorado which qualifies for designation un- Se 
. the Wild Rivers Act. The dam below Dolores would dis- I. : : 
«-} ify the river, leaving Colorado without a wild river. t4.5 Bsn ne 6 Pee a _ ; 
She was also a critic of published figures showing eco- fee 
nomic benefits of the project and argued that cost of the _ «NANCY COX of Cahone listens grimly as the 
project far exceeded its benefits to the people of the area, effects of this year’s drought on the bean 
_, the state and the nation. She said cost figures were based | _ harvest are told. The field in which the group 
- on outdated estimates and interest rates. _« listened belongs to the Coxes. Behind her is 


Ms. O’Brien talked of the beauty of the canyon into which - _ Lewis Matis, Durango native and_ school 
i OORIEE er ehen ane eee Ms ; ‘ _ teacher; who is concerned about the thtiron: 
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we were descending, She spoke with the cert 
had seen it many times and loved wh 
Chuck Wanner, head of the Col 
cil Wilderness Committee and a man dee 
the environmental effects of the pro 
also questioned its benefit to the Peo 
were passing through, 
Wanner wanted to know who woul 
y the project. He wondered whether 


at she saw, 


The picnic Spot was a beautiful wide s 
9or cut off from the Overcast sky by 
ughs. The Dolores itself was bone dry, 
Here were the People of drylands, 
id open. There Were: moments 
led : d 
men 
The 


* Ne fields, 


e the rains would come. They hadn't, 
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ainty of one who 


orado Open Space Coun- 
Ply concerned about 
Posed Dolores Project, 
ple of the dry lands we 


Sments 


Pot in the canyon 
a roof of boxelder 


Hospitable, Krac 
Of uneasiness as soph 
‘yia Clubbers struck Up conversation with men and 


« was of the drought. Of the Overcast sky that was 
Teast every day in a crucl effort to make the farmers be. 


Our hosts talked of the history of the bean country, Their 
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fathers had come in the ear] 


land. Their fathers had 


Lhe new politics of water 


y part of the century to clear the « 
been the first Planners of the Do. 


lores Project, They knew what water would do for the fertile 
plateau soils. Water. Water. Water. 


One man told of hi 


labor and money had gone int 
In August the water ran out 


S pride in his lawn, of how much 


dying, People think we don’t care here he 


will at least be a stream flowing throu 
fresh pools. In that isolated spot one t 
coming to drink, of blue herons Ruarding their 


across (he 
chattering squirrels come 
assurance of water, 


People talked to one 


nests and 
dying day, of laughing birds and 
back. Of life come back with the 


another there. But as the tour 


Moved on the questions and doubts descended like the sky 


itself. Someone will win this 


It is not an easy thing 
50 long for water being 
worth working for to see th 


struggle and Somcone lose, 

to think of those who have waited 
told they will never have it. It's 
at they will, 


tates Aencostiddl Leth bik MAL eagiadecieenet One mee 


n 


SP SEE Ey 
eT 


1.24) (too One 


—~— + ae 


' : or 
es, THT T ie 
‘aS ) ip”! : 7 


> age't trol haat 0 
vy Ad? aw ome 
Are ray a a | ben 
ise) Obs ToloD ahh wee 
ib ac + Bae 
. nn aexgone, oh ae 
; ty siqarg. Ce GF 


Pay 


* uocoe olw 
v bmohnower 
: ‘ 
; + Atew, bao, GR 
a 1s tuctia T resrnos Vhelys i 


; aeTr4s e Bers) 
oo guike 


iat sexes asd orf: 4 


+ is ] e: — 1a 


Jv : 
a he Ban beQie 
Tree Cary Bate 

. ; we shin vn = 


s wi wha. eat 
27) ona 


ated i apeet aq fs 


page e..1y «te Sart ‘sity ot ae 
4fr odes tw Oe? A ae 
our fast eget awe eae 10 i 
sd ern’ aah Seta a) ODS oe 

Pcbea wet 


afoaT celauny cigs 6a Be credabed 


Bie GOST 5 


i 
e 


‘Large ¢ group..ooks over area 


River 
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Nearly 100 persons repre- 
senting a variety of ‘*yes’? 
and ‘‘no’’ opinions, ages, oc- 
cupations and areas took a 
‘‘show-me’?’ tour last Saturday 
in an attempt to foster ‘‘com- 
munications’? over the Dol- 
ores River Project, 

Leading and sponsoring the 
tour were officials of the Dol- 
Ores Water Conservancy Dis- 
trict along with Bureau of 
Reclamation officers, Bob 
Tyner of the Durango BuRec 
office and Dolores County Ex- 
tension Agent Loren Alexan- 


der did most of the explana- 
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’ Monticello; 


toons on the tour, 

Included on the tour were 
U,S, Representative Frank 
Evans of Pueblo, Colorado 
Representatives Hiram Mc- 
Neill of Montrose and Roy 
Wells of Cortez; a number 
of political candidates; of- 
ficials of the Southwest Colo- 
rado Water Board; newspaper 
reporters; members of the 
two - county planning com- 
mission; representatives of 
the Montezuma Valley Irri- 
gation Co,; 

Also some’ 
zens; representatives of the 
Bureau of Land Management 


‘from Durango and Montrose; 


Dolores and Montezuma Coun- 
ty commissioners; represen- 
tatives of the Farmers Mutual; 
attorneys for the water or- 
ganizations; an attorney from 
Officials of the 
Soil Conservation Service; Dr, 
Roy Craig, representing the 
San Juan Basin Ecological So- 
ciety; 

And officials of the Dol- 
ores River Project; inter- 
ested citizens from Grand 
Junction’s designing office and 
green belt project; citizens 
from Norwood, and officers 
of the National Park Service 
and U,S, Forest Service, 

Key to the ‘*communica- 
tions’? theme of the tour was 
the fact that conservation 
groups’ have been. writing 
letters to Gov, John Love and 


Durango citi- | 


contacting other state and 
federal officials asking tho 
Dolores River Project bof 


Stopped for various reasons, 
including a fear it would stop 
“white-water boating’? on tho! 
river, wouldn’t be economl- | 
cally ‘feasible, would destroy | 
wilderness land, etc, 

Representing ‘the dissenting 
group were delegates from the| 
Sierra Club, the Color: ido} 
White Water Assn, and the 
Colorado Open Space Council, 

Tyner explained during the 
brief pre-tour meeting at the 
Dolores County court house 
that the tour would hopefully 
explain some of the reasons 
for the project and openup the 
way for the various people 
of various opinions to air their 
differences and perhaps come 
to agreements, 

A picnic served by Ted 
Weed and assistants of the 
DWCD along with the Dove 
Creek Chamber of Com- 
merce, was held at noon at 
the site near the town’s pump= 
ing plant on the Dolores River, 

It was here the group got 
its first look at the present 
condition of the river, which - 
at that point is completely 
dry except for some small 
pools, The river doesn’t have 
any running water in it, at 
present after it passes the 
McPhee Dam site 10 miles 
below Doleres, 
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of Dove Creck, which has 
to pump water up an eleva- 
tion of 950 feet from wells 
in the river bed, There is 
a chronic shortage for the 
town and also the entire sur- 
rounding area’s farmers, who 
have to haul domestic water, 

The caravan of two buses 
and numerous cars and pick- 
up trucks then strung out 
across the countryside to the 
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next siop, a bean farm near 
Cahone where the group was 
shown 
of drought and root rot on 
the beans, 

Alexander explained the ef- 
fect the Dolores River Project 
would have on thecrops, rais- 
ing the production of beans as 
much as ten times and pro- 
viding a method by which the 


Continued on page 10 


the combined efforts | 
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(Continued from pare 1) 
bean plants affected by root Phee work rather than on 
rot could continue to produce, the entire project, since the 

This site also showed the Objectors had placed their 
line where the main Dove Protests on the changes of 
Creek Canal will run, the river itself, 

It was also noted that the Other stops were made to 
present plans call for a pres=- point out the high and low water 
sure system so that sprinkler ™arks of McPhee Reservoir, | 
programs can be used instead Which will stretch 10 miles, | 
of regular irrigation, This With its water reaching into 
method, Tyner said, is the city limits of Dolores 


simpler for the rolling coun- self, 


A general public mecting 
ob 
ely ulate eg was held following the tour at 


' 
Inspection then was made the Dolores State Bank Hos- | 
of the McPhee damsite and Pitality Room, 
of the recreational potentials How those who are objecting 


Dole most to the Dolores River 
een peaches Project accepted the state- 


ores River Canyon, 
sis was placed on the Mce- 


ments or the tour can pro- 
bably be determined by re- 
constructing the various con- 
versations participated in by ; 
everyone on the tour, 


DWCD and Southwest Water; 
Board Officials said this week 
they had hoped to sell some 
j of their ideas to those protest- | 
ing the project, 

To some extent, the original 
idea of opening up conversa-} 
tions between the various 
groups went too far, one. of- 
ficial said he believes, sinces 
the discussions during the} 
various parts of the tour be- 
came ‘too vocal’? in that in- 
stead of ideas being exchanged 
they were “throwing verbal 
Cotmmenta’ at each other, 

Tyner, however, said ho 
believes ‘‘we’ve built a 
bridge’’ between the groups 
and they found the people in | 
the area are generally open- | 
minded, 

A meeting has been pro- 
posed between the conserva- 
tion groups and officials of | 
the project, and probably will 
come about, 

It was reported thatameet- 
ing was held Monday of the 
Southwestern Board during 
which a discussion was held | 
about the tour, The board } 
thought some good was done, { 
despite the slightly unbend- 
ing attitudes on both sides, 
One benefit was to show the 
dissenters that the people in 
the project are solidly behind 
the project, the board de- 
ducted, 

Officials said evidently the 
consorvationists camo hore} 
with an enlirely different con! 
cept of the project than they | 
left with, ‘‘They were awaro 
of some things which they | 
had not thought of or seon 
in the same light boforo,’’ 
Tynor said, ‘thoy saw it Jn 
a diffarant porapoetivas? 
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Two buses loaded with tne 
terested aren residents look 
aw song tour Saturday of the 
Dolores River Project, save 
or: times fording’’ the Yr Avor 
‘which some conservationist 
have cited as an outstanding 
“white water boating 
| stream’’, 
| In areas of the proposed 
‘Project, the river itself was 
| a mere trickle, the tour group 
| noted, 
| The tour, put together and 
sponsored and operated by the 
/ Dolores Water Conservancy 
District, was to emphasize 
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the river as dh relates 
Wild and Seente Rivers Act, 
Sterra Club members and 
others have objsoetod Chiat thay 
bolleve construction of Me- 
Phee Reservoir on the Dolores 
River would destroy white 
water boating, Among those 
on the tour was Rep, Frank 
Evans of Pueblo, 

The DWCD used Statistics 
as well as eyeball witness 
tactics to prove that the river 
isn’t a white water stream 


fo the 


during most of the year, but: 


only during, ‘a few weeks in 
the spring, - 
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Dolores River Canyon, 


' in the. valley, 
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It further polnted out that 
estimates by engebneeriag. exe 
perts showed that) the cone 
ntruetion of Methoo Menore 
volr will help to keep) the 
flow of the river more con= 
Stant below the diversion point 
of the Montezuma Valley Irri- 
gation Co, system, 

The tour group met in Dove 
Creek Saturday morning, and 
after a short briefing on ob- 
jectives and goals, set out 
for the Dove Creek pumping 
station on the river where 
lunch was served, 

The afternoon tour includ- 
ed inspection of Dove Creek’s 
domestic water diversion 
works, inspection of dry farm- 
ed bean and wheat land near 
Cahone, inspection of poten- 
tial recreation sites in the 
in- 
spection of the McPhee dam- 
site, inspection of potential 
McPhee recreation areas, in- 
spection of Montezuma Valley 


. orchards, and inspection of the 


highway location at Dolores, 
A general public meeting 
was held at5 p,m. inthe Hos- 


pitality Room of the Dolores’ 


State Bank, 


McPhee Reservoir will be 
behind a 265-foot high dam 
10 miles downstream from 
Dolores, holding 325,000 acre 
feet of water, with active stor- 
age of 150,000 acre feet, 


The reservoir will supply 
irrigation water for drylands 
in the Cahone Mesa, Dove 
Creek and Montezuma Valley 
areas, as well as supplemen- 
tal service to irrigated land 
It also will 
give municipal water to Cor- 


‘of irrigation methods, 
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lez, Cahone, Pleasant View 
nnd Dove Creek, 

Constraethon wilh enable 
adequate supplles after July 
1, help fratt and bean crops 
as well as others and greatly 
help the grazing lands and 
livestock production of the 
area, 

Recreational facilities will 
be increased greatly through 
the new system, 

Flood control is alsoamain 
factor in the project, es- 
pecially in silt contro] into 
the Colorado River, 

The Dolores Project was 
included in the Colorado River 
Basin Act of 1968, Planning 
was ‘ cgun soon after passage 
of the act with the Bureau of 
Reclamation doing engin- 
eering. 

Colorado State University 
has opened an experimental 
farm west of Arriola jointly 
with BuRec and Four Corners 
Regional Commission funds 
as well as from DWCD and 
the State of Colorado, The 
farm is testing several types 
both 
sprinkler and ditch types, 

Core drilling of the Mc- 
Phee damsite was started in 
June this year, 

BuRec soil specialists have 
also made extensive soiltests 
in the area between Lewis 
and Cahone, 

A study of construction 
costs of both open. ditch 
and closed conduct or pres- 
surized water delivery is 
also being made, 

DWCD said estimates are 
that direct and indirect bene- 
fits of the Dolores River Pro- 
ject will exceed $4 million 
annually, 

Under the act, approximate- 


“ly 80 per cent of the cost 


of the irrigation features of 
the project will be financed 


. from the sale of electric power 
- generated by the Glen Canyon 


Power Plant, Blue Mesa, Mor- 
row Point and Crystal units 
of the Curricanti Project on 
the Gunnison River and the 
Flaming Gorge unit on the 


‘Green River, 


Municipal and industrial 
water and other features will 
not participate in the 80 per 


cent electric revenues, how- 
ever, 
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THE DOLORES RIVER NEAR DOVE CREEK was dry Saturday when 
around a hundred water men, farmers and environmentalists toured the 
area which will be benefited by the proposed Dolores River Project. The 
site shown here would be far below the proposed McPhee Dam on the Dolo- 
res River. If the dam is built some water would be allowed down the river 
during the dry summer months, thus preventing complete drying up of the 
river and allowing some water for the needs of fish and wildlife. Conrgress- 
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man Frank Evans (D) of the Third District accompanied much of the tour. 
He later expressed support for the project. Others along on the trip included 
representatives of the Sierra Club, the Colorado Open Space Council, the 
Colorado Whitewater Association, and titizens interested in the environmen- 
tal protection of the area affected by the proposed project. 

Herald photo by Ian Thompson 
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DOLORES RIVER, already extremely low at the new bridge 
on Colo, 145 at Dolores (top photo), is nearly dry after it 
passes the Montezuma Valley Irrigation Co, diversion point 
and passes under the old bridge west of Dolores (low photo), 
and passes under the old bridge west of Dolores (lower 
photo), | Photos by Byron McKelvie, 
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Where's the white water'?... 


DESPITE VIVID DREAMS of the Sierra Club and other 
| conservationist groups who claim the Dolores River Project 
, will stop the ‘‘white water’ boating aspects, the river ite 
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Self never cooperates, as this aerial view of the river at the 
McPhee damsite below Dolores testifies, All that can be 
Seen are long stretches of sand and gravel with here and 
there a small pond in the river bed, Only about 30 days of 
the year = in the spring runoff time - does the river run 
enough water to permit boating, Photo by Rus Brown, 
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y fountainhead is in Colorado's | media 
i 


Sa uan Mountains, and most of its 
ba «ais in the canyonlands. It | 

parallels the Lizzard Head Pass Road 
to the town of Dolores, and then turns a 
to flow N.N.W. for 187 miles to the 

Colorado River. 


Below the town of Dolores, it enters | we 
a gorge which is in many places 2300 , i ees 
feet deep, and covered with large es fz, cos 
Ponderosa Pines. Many wooded glades Wa a We ee 
with lush green grass by fast moving Shes Ze 
white water make excellent campsites 
and exceptional scenery. 


Below Dove Creek the canyon becomes 
more desert like in appearance. The 
walls begin to change to red sandstone, 
and vegetation changes to Pinon Pine. 


The rugged beauty of the section 
between Slickrock and Bedrock is 
strikingly reminiscent of the forever- 
lost Glen Canyon of the Colorado River. 
44 iver leaves the canyon briefly 
toWross Gypsum Valley, where magnifi- 
ce vistas of the white capped La Sal 
Mowitains contrast the desert scene. 


The river carves a tortuous course 
through the canyonlands beyond. There 
are impressive walls, “goosenecks", 
interesting side canyons, primitive 
cliff dwellings, and pictographs. Deer, 
wild burros and numerous small animals 
complete the wilderness scene. In no. 
canyon of the Colorado River System is 
there less evidence of-the hand or 
presence of man. — 
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J rooney DAM PROPOSAL THREATENS ! 

H Tonle 

The Bureau of Reclamation's Colorado River 
Basin Plan calls for damming the Dolores at 
multiple levels. Of most concern at the pres- 
ent time is the McPhee Dam Proposal, which is 
now in advanced planning, stages. The site is 
eleven miles below the town of Dolores. ‘The 
dam is designated for storage for summer irri- 
MA i gation. ‘The capacity of the reservoir is about 
Sa Car tea equal to the average annual discharge of water 
“ey ll Th by the Dolores River. In many years this dam 

ey) i 


aniline estat 


\ nk at would virtually dry up the stream for the re- 
Aes maining 180 miles of its course to the Colorado 
ul River. 


In his "“Damming of the West", Ralph Nader 
commented on this project: 


"It is highly dubious that any net benefit to 
the Nation will accrue from this mammoth poli- 
tical payoff. The five projects (including 
McPhee) were intended to provide water for 
irrigating short season high altitude crop- 
oat land. The inefficiency of such irrigation led 
— the BuRec to find that the projects had direct 
‘ benefit-cost ratios barely exceeding 1.0." 
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1. The proposed McPhee Dam is unnecessary. It would benefit only a very 


all number of large landowners, politicians, and bureaucrats; NOT the 
yority of Americans. 


2™The dam is economically unjustifiable. The Bureau's benefit-cost ratio 
1. misleading. It is based on 1962 prices, and the ability to borrow money 


at 3% interest! Using realistic figures, the costs are far greater than 
the benefits. 


3. Over $47 million of taxpayers' money would be wasted on its construction. 


4eA project SO Marginal is hardly worth destroying a unique desert river 
canyon which meets the requirements for wild river designation. 


5's The resource as a recreational river has not been afforded economic 
consideration, when greater numbers of people are running rivers, and the- , 
number of rivers available to run is rapidly decreasing. 


6. The project should be totally re-analized. We must demand an environmental 
impact statement before any further planning. . 


HELP PROTECT THE DOLORES under the WILD RIVER BILL 


The 115-mile stretch of the Dolores River, between the towns of 
Dolores and Bedrock, meets the requirements for protection under the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. (P.L. 90-542) 


Your Congressmen and Government Officials need to know that you care 
so they can take appropriate action. Constituants of Frank Evans, Mike 
, and Donald Brotzman may address these Congressmen at House Office 
Washington, D. C. 20515. Constituants of Congressman Wayne Aspinall 


should address him at Rayburn House Bldg, Rm. 2201, Washington, D. C. 20515. 
PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT are letters to Evans & Aspinall from their constituants! 


It would be extremely helpful to send copies of your letters to: 


Mr. Dale Andrus, State Director Mie emiremOranida la 

Bureau of Land Management Regional Director 

Rm. 700, Colorado State Bank Bldg. Bureau of Reclamation 
1600 Broadway Pees) DOXe11 500: | 
Denver, Colorado 80202 + ib Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 


We have asked alot, but if you really care about the Dolores, a letter 
to Governor Love would have a great impact too! 


If you are willing to help further in an effort to gain protection, please 
check appropriate spaces below; tear on dotted line, and mail bottom of page ) 
(including your name and address) to Dolores Wild River Committee, — 


2007 Mariposa, Boulder, Colo. 80302, or P.O. Box 8 Durango, Colo. 81301. 


Please keep me on your mailing list. I will help. 

I would like to do volunteer work. Please let me know how I can help. 

Enclosed is my donation of $ to help cover costs of printing, etc. 
Mv name and address are below. My phone number is 
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